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ARCHEOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVES 
ON THE LOCALIZATION OF 
NARAM-SINS ARMANUM 


Adelheid Otto (Ludwig-Maximilians-Universitat, München) 


One of the proudest achievements of the 
Akkadian king Naram-Sin was the conquest of 
Armanum and Ebla.' These events are described 
in an Old Babylonian copy of an inscription on a 
monument erected in the city of Ur (UET I 275 = 
U 7756, IM 85461): 


Whereas, for all times since the creation of mankind, 
no king whatsoever had destroyed Armanum and Ebla, 
the god Nergal, by means of (his) weapons opened the 
way for Naram-Sin, the mighty, and gave him Armanum 
and Ebla. Further, he gave to him the Amanus, the 
Cedar Mountain, and the Upper Sea? 


Although it is clear that Naram-Sin’s campaign 
passed through Ebla (Tall Mardikh) on its way to 
the Mediterranean coast and the Cedar Mountain, 
the exact geographical position of Armanum re- 
mains uncertain. It is now generally accepted that 
Armanum should be identified with Armi/Armium 
of the Ebla texts and not, as had previously been 


A short version of this paper was presented at the 52nd 
Rencontre in Miinster, during which I had the possibility 
to discuss the topic with Maria Giovanna Biga and Alfonso 
Archi. My thanks are to them as well as to Walther Sallaberger, 
Manfred Krebernik, and Michael Roaf for comments on an 
earlier draft of this paper. 

l. Apart from the extensive passage in UET I 175, these 
achievements are mentioned in other inscriptions where 
Naram-Sin is described as “the conqueror of Armanum and 
Ebla” and as “the conqueror of Armanum, Ebla and Elam” 
(RIME 2, Naram-Sin E2.1.4.27). 

2. Col. 11-29 after RIME 2, Naram-Sin E2.1.4.26. 


suggested, with Halab (modern Aleppo)? But Armi 
is also unlocalized, even though it is the most fre- 
quently mentioned place name in the Ebla texts 
after Mari and Emar. 

The Naram-Sin inscription contains, after the 
description of his victories, copies of captions that 
record the dimensions of an unusually high and 
strongly defended fortification, which in all prob- 
ability was Armanum itself (see below). On the one 
hand this representation, with its exact measure- 
ments, gives the impression of an accurate depic- 
tion of the structure, but on the other hand the fact 
that this fortification is described as a hill might 
lead one to doubt its accuracy since, until recently, 
no Early Bronze Age fortifications on a natural 
hill have been identified. 

Here I discuss first the description of Armanum 
in this well-known text, then the evidence of the 
recently investigated Early Bronze Age citadel of 
Banat-Bazi at the Middle Euphrates and its pos- 
sible identification with Armanum. I examine the 
information about Armi/Armium derived from 
the study of the Ebla texts to see if it is consistent 


3. For the identification of Armanum with Halab, based 
partly on Naram-Sin’s description of Armanum as having an 
impressive citadel, see RGTC 1 (1977) 18; RGTC 2 (19774) 15. 
The frequent occurrence of a religious center called Halam/b 
in the texts from Ebla has shown that this suggestion was not 
justified (Lambert 1990b: 641-43; Bonechi 1990b). Manfred 
Krebernik informs me that the equation Armium = Armanum 
is only possible if a plural is postulated. This fits well with 
the Banat-Bazi cluster consisting of several parts. 


JCS 58 (2006) 
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with this proposal, and suggest that the archaeo- 
logical and textual evidence taken together sug- 
gests that Armanum/Armi, like Ebla, was already 
in decline at the time of Naram-Sin's Syrian 
campaign. 


UET I 275: The Description of Armanum 
in Naram-Sins Inscription 


The Old Babylonian tablet UET I 275 with a 
copy of Naram-Sins inscription was found in the 
Old Babylonian residential quarter of Ur in the 
house that Leonard Woolley named no. 7 Quiet 
Street, and was first published by C. J. Gadd and 
L. Legrain in 1928. In 1948 F. R. Kraus published 
a detailed study of the text in an article entitled 
“Ein altakkadisches Festungsbild” B. Foster under- 
took a new investigation in 1982. Further treat- 
ments of this text are included in the corpora of 
Old Akkadian royal inscriptions produced by I. J. 
Gelb and B. Kienast in 1990 and D. R. Frayne in 
1993 (with previous literature). 

After the description of the greatest extent of 
Naram-Sin’s conquests, achieved with the help 
of Nergal's weapon (I 1-29), the narrative depicts 
how Naram-Sin, assisted by the god Dagan, con- 
quered Armanum, Ebla, and the Euphrates region 
(I 30-II 23). More specifically, it describes how, 
again with Dagans help, he captured king Rida- 
Adad of Armanum (III 2) / Rid-Adad (III 28) “in 
the middle of his entrance" (II 29-III 10). After 
the description of the construction of a diorite 
statue of the king, which presumably bore the 
inscription, there is an unusually detailed record 
of the dimensions of a fortification, which had a 
series of three walls (IV 20-VI 17; see fig. 1). 
Gadd and Legrain (1928) thought that the descrip- 
tion of this fortification, whose name was written 
"Si-ku-ma-num'" in col. V 15, was written on 
another monument, namely on a statue of Sin- 
eribam of Larsa (VI 19), an opinion followed by 
Sollberger and Kupper (1971: 108), and Astour 
(2002: 64), although Kraus (1948: 81-82) had 
demonstrated how unlikely it was that an Old 
Akkadian text should have been written on an 
Old Babylonian statue, and that there is no reason 
to doubt that it belongs to the monument of 


Naram-Sin. Noting that there are various other 
scribal errors in the Ur copy, Kraus (1948: 89) 
suggested emending Si-ku-ma-num to Ar-ma-num 
(V 15), and this reading has been accepted by 
Hirsch (1968: 21), Foster (1982), Gelb-Kienast 
(1990) and Frayne (1993). 

It is strange that the scribe (even if this text was 
a copy produced in the course of his education) 
wrote the signs in V 15 Si-ku-..., when he had 
copied the first sign of the name six times pre- 
viously as Ar-.... Perhaps this is explained by the 
fact that the inscription was written on top of the 
representation of the fortification, and thus was 
more difficult to read. In the following discussion 
I accept the opinion of the majority of scholars 
that these captions belonged to a depiction of the 
fortified Mount Armanum. 

This depiction was carved on a statue of 
Naram-Sin (DUL-su tám-si-l|f]), which stood in 
the temple of Sin. According to notes written 
with Old Babylonian sign forms, the monument 
of Naram-Sin was flanked on one side by a great 
statue of the king of Larsa, Sin-eribam, and the 
other side was oriented towards a part of the 
temple known as the Ekisalamma (Foster 1982). 
The appearance of the statue can be imagined 
from the surviving examples of Old Akkadian 
statuary^ The fortress could have been depicted 


4. Either this was a seated statue (similar to the one of 
Manistusu; Amiet 1976, no. 1112), or more probably a stand- 
ing statue of the king, showing him about lifesized, dressed in 
a long mantle, which let only his feet free in a window-like 
opening (comparable to two extant lower parts of king Manis- 
tusu, Amiet 1976, nos. 18. 15). The limestone statue Sb 48, 
with its socle still 1.34 m high, bears no inscription, but can be 
attributed to Manistusu's reign on stylistic grounds (Amiet 1976: 
126-27; it is highly improbable that someone other than the 
king was depicted in a nearly lifesized triumphal statue). Its 
character as a triumphal statue is especially apparent through 
the socle relief, which shows four lying, defeated enemies, who 
are identified by captions as princes of named cities. On the 
basis of Old Babylonian copies, Buccellati (1993) reconstructed 
a triumphal statue of Rimus with its pedestals with decorated 
and inscribed plaques set on them. Given the fact that Akkadian 
kings apparently illustrated concrete victories on their statues, 
it is conceivable that an especially impressive citadel could 
have been depicted on the Naram-Sin statue as well (a depic- 
tion to scale of a groundplan can be found on the slightly later 
statue of Gudea as architect, Louvre AO 2). The Naram-Sin stele 
shows that representations of conquered territory made use 
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REVERSE. 
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Fig. 1. The text UET I 275, col. IV-VI 
(after Gadd and Legrain 1928). 


on the massive cylindrical lower part of the statue 
or could have formed the pedestal at its base. 


of spectacular heights. Programmatic depictions of conquered 
cities and defeated kings are also found on a (genuine?) mold, 
probably from the time of Naram-Sin. It shows the deified king 
on a high, stepped, architectonic element near a river. The 
warlike Ištar, sitting opposite him, holds the ropes of two de- 
feated mountain gods and two defeated enemies standing on 
their buildings or walled cities (Aruz 2003: no. 133). Captions 
are already found on a stele of Sargon (Amiet 1976: no. 1). 


The text contains many scribal errors and, 
although it is carefully written, it may well have 
been a copy, made by an apprentice scribe, of a 
less-than-perfect transcription of the original 
(vielleicht schon fehlerhaften, von Original und 
Erstabschrift wahrscheinlich weit entfernten 
Vorlage”; Kraus 1948: 91). This is presumably 
the reason why the interpretation of several text 
passages is difficult and why the measurements do 
not add up to the sum given in the text (see below). 
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The captions are divided into two groups, one 
of which was written on the side of the depiction 
of the structure facing the statue of Sin-eribam and 
the other on the side facing the Ekisalamma. The 
reconstructions by Kraus and Foster of the appear- 
ance of the depicted structure are shown in fig. 2. 
The following dimensions are given for the struc- 
tural elements: 


l. Captions on the side of the depiction facing the 
F-kisal’-am-ma: 

IV 20-26: i$-tum BAD da-ni-im ana BAD.GAL 
10+10+10 (Foster: 60'+60'+10:; Roaf: 
3x60°) KUS SUKUD SA TU-im 40, 4 
KUS SUKUD BAD 

From the mighty wall to the great 
wall: 30(?) (Foster: 130', Roaf: 180’) 
cubits height of the hill, 44 cubits 
height of the wall 

iS-tum BAD ka-rí'-im/kà-wi'-im ana 
BAD da-ni-im 3x60 KUS SUKUD 
SA.TU-im 30 KUS SUKUD BAD 
From the kaàrum wall/outer wall to 
the mighty wall: 180 cubit height of 
the hill, 30 cubits height of the wall 
SUNIGIN 6x60, 40, 4 [x] KUS SUKUD 
iš-tum qá-qá-rí-im a-na SAG BAD 
Total: 404 [X] cubits height from the 
ground to the top of the wall 


V 1-7: 


V 8-18: 


2. Captions on the side of the depiction facing the 
statue of Sin-eribam: 

VI1-9: ` is-tum ID a-na BAD ka-rt'-im/ka-wi'- 
im 3x60, 10,6 KUS SUKUD SATU-im 
20 KUS SUKUD BAD 

From the river to the kdrum wall/ 
outer wall: 196 cubits height of the 
hill, 20 cubits height of the wall 
i$-tum BAD ka-rt'-im/ka-wi'-im (see 
below) a-na BAD da-ni-im 2x60, 
30, 6 KUS SUKUD SA.TU-im 30 KUS 
SUKUD BAD 


VI 10-17: 


9. This proposal is due to Michael Roaf. It is in fact the 
easiest way to arrive at the sum of 404 cubits (180+180+44 = 
404). 


From the kdrum wall/outer wall until 
the mighty wall: 156 cubits height of 
the hill, 30 cubits height of the wall 


These measurements pose several problems, as 
follows: 

l. Are they based on real, accurately measured 
distances? 

2. The sum of 404 cubits given in V 8 is difficult 
to reconstruct from the numbers given in the in- 
scription (the reason for much of the confusion 
with the numbers may be the transformation of 
the Old Akkadian numbers, written with round 
elements, to Old Babylonian cuneiform signs). 
Kraus (1948: 84) proposed that the total of 404 
cubits included the sum of the “height of the hill” 
and the “height of the wall “from the ground to 
the the karum wall/outer wall? a dimension that 
was not recorded in the captions and that Kraus 
calculated to have been 120 cubits (120+180+ 
30+30+44 = 404).° Foster (1982: 34) suggested 
that the thirty cubits between the mighty wall 
and the great wall was a scribal error and that 
the copyist, instead of writing two verticals and 
one Winkelhaken (60+60+10 = 180), wrote three 
Winkelhaken (10+10+10) and that the originally 
written distance was 130 cubits. Adding up these 
emended distances, gives the total of 404 (20+ 
180+30+130+44 = 404). This also appears more 
reasonable because otherwise the two tallest walls 
on this high hill would have been separated only 
by a height of 30 cubits. A simpler emendation 
would be to read 180 cubits (three vertical wedges 
instead of three Winkelhaken) for the height of 
the hill between the two upper walls and to add 
the height of the vertical wall (44 cubits), which 
corresponds best to “from the ground to the top 
of the wall" (V 8-13). 

3. [In Col. V 2, VI 5 and VI 11 Gelb and Kienast 
(1990) read: BAD ka-wi'-im, “outer wall? following 


6. Kraus proposed that the distance from the ground (qaq- 
qarum) to the top of the wall was measured on the side of the 
depiction, where the distance from the ground to the outer 
wall was not indicated. This would give x+180+30+30+44 = 
404, and thus x (distance ground to outer wall) = 120. 
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Fig. 2. The depiction of the citadel of Armanum according to Naram-Sin’s description. 
Figures redrawn by the author after the reconstructions by Kraus (1948) and 
Foster (1982). 
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a suggestion by Klaas Veenhof. In contrast, Foster 
(1982) and Frayne (1993) read BAD ka-ri'-im 
“karum wall” Neither of these readings can be 
accepted as certain as the sign in question is not 
typical of either rí or wi and indeed is written 
differently in VI 5 and VI 11. The existence of a 
kärum (a separate merchant's quarter or port) in 
Armanum is therefore a possibility, but is not 
certain. 

4. In the first series of measurements on the 
Ekisalama side (on the left in the sketches of 
Kraus and Foster, see fig. 2) the distances between 
the outer/kdrum wall and the mighty wall and 
between the mighty wall and the great wall are 
given. In the second series of measurements (on 
the right) the distances from the river to the 
outer/kärum wall and from this to the mighty 
wall were recorded, but the distance from the 
mighty wall to the great wall was not given. It 
has been suggested that this was not necessary 
because it was already recorded in the first series 
of measurements. Another possibility is that the 
great wall did not extend to the side of the depic- 
tion (see below). It is, however, evident that the 
two sides of the fortified hill were not identical 
and that for this reason different measurements 
were given. 

9. How do we interpret these measurements? 
At first glance one would assume that the dimen- 
sions in cubits are vertical heights, since the same 
word SUKUD (height) is used both for the SUKUD 
SA.TU-im (height of the hill/mountain) and the 
SUKUD BAD (height of the fortification/wall). 
Even if the vertical height of a steep slope could 
have been measured in the Akkadian period, it 
is difficult to believe that the total height of the 
fortress was as much as 404 cubits (approximately 
two-hundred meters, reckoning one cubit as about 
one-half meter). To my knowledge there is no pre- 
Iron Age site in the Near East of anything like 
such a height.’ To solve this difficulty I suggest that 


7. Omitting the 44 meters of the mighty wall gives a height 
of ca. 180 meters (360 cubits) or assuming that the total of 404 
meters is wrong, that the other recorded heights were correct 
and that the height of the fortification was the sum of the 
“heights of the hill” between the walls gives either ca. 105 m 


the SUKUD SA.TU-im referred to the length of a 
steep slope and not the horizontally or vertically 
measured distance. Foster (1982: 36) suggested 
the length of the slope was meant because the 
measurements record the ascent the besiegers had 
to make, from bottom to top (to him the illustration 
was not primarily of the citadel, but of how its 
conquest was achieved with troops attacking from 
two sides). This proposal, which is based on the 
different measurements given on the two sides, is 
not necessary if the sides of the hill were actually 
different (see below). 


Archaeology: The Search for a 
Fortified Hill Dating to the 
Early Bronze Age IV 


UET I 275 describes a hill of considerable height 
situated beside a river, defended by several forti- 
fication walls and therefore not a fortified tell or 
tell of the sort that is frequently found in EBA 
times? The fortified structure of Armanum with 
several BAD (fortifications, walls) may either be 
called a citadel or a fortress.’ It is quite different 
from the hundreds of BAD that are mentioned 
in the Ebla texts (such as the fifty-two named 
BAD belonging to the city of Lu'atum*, which 


(180+80 cubits) on one side or ca. 90 meters (156+30 cubits). 
These heights are considerably greater than the recorded 
heights of such important citadels and sites as those at Assur 
(max. 49 m), Niniveh (ca. 30 meters), Jebel Aruda (ca. 60 
meters), Emar (ca. 40 meters), and Karkamiá (ca. 37 meters). 

8. For an overview of fortified Early Bronze Age tells in 
northern Mesopotamia, see Anastasio et al., Subartu XIII 
(2004). At least twelve fortified settlements existed in the 
valley of the Middle Euphrates between Tuttul and Karkamis 
during EB II-IVa. Some of them might have had structural 
similarities to the fortified hill of Armanum, although these 
had been transfered to a tell structure. Zettler (1997: 170) states: 
^By the third millennium Tell es-Sweyhat, with its outer and 
inner fortification walls and terraced central mound, would 
have come to resemble the sort of tiered city ostensibly 
described in Naram-Suen’s inscription commemorating his 
conquest of Ebla and Armanum.” 

9. We define a citadel as a fortified and often elevated part 
of a settlement that has a special (administrative, cultic, mili- 
tary) function. We define a fortress as a fortified structure 
with a military purpose, although it may contain domestic 
elements. 
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was governed by an en)? This type of "BAD" 
cannot be a "fortress/fortezza/Festung" but is in 
all probability a small settlement surrounded by 
a wall." 

Until recently no Early Bronze Age citadels or 
fortresses situated on high natural hills had been 
found in North Mesopotamia or Syria. Such an 
unusual feature as a fortified natural hill beside a 
river could only occur in particular geographical 
situations such as along the Euphrates where 
the valley is flanked by limestone hills. Within 
the Middle Euphrates valley, which was densely 
settled during this period," the only fortified 
hill was perhaps Emar.'* Since it was frequently 
mentioned in the Ebla texts, it cannot be iden- 
tifed with Armi/Armanum. 

An unexpected discovery made in the excava- 
tion campaign in 2004 was the discovery of an 
Early Bronze Age building on top of the citadel 
hill of Bazi.? This citadel is built on a natural spur 


10. MEE X 84 (TM 75.G.1975); see Milano and Rova (2000: 
723); A. Archi, Seb 4 (1981) 1-17. 

11. The translation of BÀD differs: "fortezza" (eg., ARET 4; 
ARET 7); "fortezza; mura” (ARET 11), “castello” (ARET 13); 
“Festung, teilweise mit Tor (KÁ)" (Edzard, QuSem 18 [1992] 
192); "Niederlassung" (B. Kienast, HSAO 2: 231); "fortress" 
(Milano and Rova 2000: 724); "stronghold" resp. "cities with 
their own territory" (Milano and Rova 2000: 723). 

12. No Early Bronze Age citadel on a hill has been discov- 
ered so far in the densely settled plain around Tilmen Hóyük, 
in the Orontes valley, in the Euphrates valley further to the 
north or the south, or in the Balih region or the Habur triangle. 
A location of Armium further to the southeast is excluded 
because it did not belong to Maris sphere. At Jerablus tahtani, 
immediately south of Karkamis, a three-hundred-square-meter 
“fort” existed in the Early Bronze Age. Its outer wall, still pre: 
served to a height of ca. six meters, was reinforced by a glacis; 
however, this "fort" was built directly in the Euphrates alluvial 
plain (Peltenburg 1999: 97-105). 

13. The Big Bend area of the Euphrates is in the latest Early 
Bronze Age periods one of the most densely settled in all 
Upper Mesopotamia (see Anastasio et al. 2004: map 37, Period 
L, Akkad/EB IVa; and map 42, Period M, Ur III/EB IVb). 

14. The latest excavations at Emar by U. Finkbeiner have 
brought to light Early Bronze Age levels, but it is still uncertain 
if the whole Early Bronze Age city lies below Middle and 
Late Bronze Age Emar (U. Finkbeiner, BaM 32 [2001] 41-120; 
BaM 33 [2002] 111-46; BaM 34 [2003] 9-100). 

15. The excavations of the citadel of Bazi are conducted 
by the Ludwig-Maximilians-Universität München under the 
direction of Berthold Einwag and Adelheid Otto, financed by 
the Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft. We thank the Syrian 


of the plateau that rises sixty meters above the 
valley level. On three sides it slopes steeply down 
towards the valley. On the fourth side, the weak 
point of the defensive system, it was protected by 
a deep, forty-meter-wide artificial ditch cut through 
the rock to separate the citadel from the surround- 
ing elevated plateau. This mountain spur was 
protected by a series of stone walls built directly 
on the natural rock (figs. 3, 4). 

Until 2001, our investigations on the strongly 
fortified citadel were restricted to a trench down 
the east slope as well as to sondages on the top 
of the citadel and in the vicinity of the rock-cut 
cistern at the northwest corner." Although a few 
Early Bronze Age finds, such as pottery sherds 
and terracotta figurines, were recovered in these 
excavations, as well as from the surface of the 
mound, we thought that these had been brought 
to the top of the citadel together with the dirt 
used to make the mudbricks employed in the con- 
struction of Middle and Late Bronze Age and 
Roman buildings. It was only in 2004 that we un- 
covered Early Bronze Age levels that cast doubt 
on our previous belief that the hill had first been 
occupied in the Middle and Late Bronze Age. 

The citadel of Bazi is not an isolated structure, 
but belongs to a much greater settlement com- 
plex (fig. 5). In the Early Bronze Age this included, 
in addition to the citadel of Bazi, the settlement 
of Banat (village) covering an area of approxi- 
mately thirty hectares, ? a massive town wall, the 
monumental tumulus mound Tall Banat North 


Antiquity Service for the continuous support. The excavations 
are part of the salvage projects in the Tishreen dam area. 
Shorty after the dam was closed in 1999, Banat, Kabir, and the 
lower parts of Bazi were flooded. 

16. A nine-meter-wide moat, cut into the river gravel con- 
glomerate, separated Selenkahiya on one side from the sur- 
rounding area (Meijer and van Loon 2001: 3.93). Emar and 
Faqus show broad ditches towards the high plateau of the 
Euphrates valley. In Emar this is called the "vallée artificielle" 
(Margueron 1982: 17-19). 

17. Einwag, Kohlmeyer, and Otto (1995), Einwag and Otto 
(1996), Einwag and Otto (1999; in press). The focus of our 
1993-1999 investigations was on the lower town, until it was 
flooded. 

18. Porter and McClellan (1998); McClellan (1999); Akker- 
mans and Schwartz (2003: 246-50). 
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Fig. 8. The Citadel of Bazi. The eastern slope with a huge wall consisting of big stone blocks halfway 
up the hill, and a lower wall at the foot of the hill. 


Fig, 4. Detail of the huge wall built from large stone blocks laid on the worked surface of the natural rock. 


(also known as the White Monument (McClellan 
1998, 2004); Porter (2002a; 2002b) situated to the 
north of the town wall, and a further tall (Tall 
Kabir) lying about one kilometer northwest of 


Banat, where a temple area was investigated 
(Porter 1995; Cooper 1998; 1999: 321-32). This 
constellation of exceptional Early Bronze Age 
structures may be called the Banat-Bazi Com- 
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Fig. 5. The settlement cluster of Banat-Bazi, Tall Banat North, and Tall Kabir (from Porter 2002a: fig, 2). 


plex? while the name Bazi-Banat Complex refers 
to the Late Bronze Age remains. The Banat-Bazi 
Complex covers an area of about forty hectares 
and is thus one of the largest Early Bronze Age 
sites in northern Syria.” 

In the city quarters of Banat, public buildings as 
well as extensive workshop areas were uncovered. 


19. A name agreed to in discussions with Tom McClellan 
and Anne Porter, the excavators of Banat village, Tall Banat 
North and Tall Kabir. 

20. By comparison, Ebla measures ca. fifty hectares, and 
Tuttul ca. 36 hectares. For sizes of eight of the largest third- 
millennium sites in the Big Bend area of the Euphrates, see 
McClellan (1999: 413). 


The period of greatest prosperity of Banat (village) 
and Tall Banat North was Banat period IV (dated 
to 2600-2450 B.C.) and period III (ca. 2450-2300 
B.C) corresponding to the Early Bronze Age III and 
IV (Porter 2002; for correlation with other sites 
and periodization schemes, see Akkermans and 
Schwartz 2003: 236). There may have been smaller 
grave mounds inside the settlement similar to the 
exceptional White Monument outside the town 
wall as well as other remarkable funeral structures 
(Porter 1995a; 2002a; 2002b) including Tomb 7, an 
exceptional structure consisting of five chambers 
and constructed using ashlar stone blocks with 
bitumen mortar, a type of construction totally 
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Alluvial Plain 


Banat Village 


EBA IV Walls `,” 


Artificial Ditch 


_ 


Fig. 6. The Citadel of Bazi with the partly excavated Early Bronze Age IV building remains on the 
top of the plateau and the encircling walls on the slopes. 


unexpected at this period in Syria. This tomb, stone objects that show that the Banat-Bazi Com- 
although heavily looted, still contained precious plex was an extremely wealthy city with far- 
grave goods, including a miniature stone wig of ` reaching connections during EB IVA (Aruz 2008: 
a composite statuette, a decorated ostrich egg nos. 109d, 122-26; McClellan and Porter 1999: 
vessel, and various gold, lapis lazuli and other — 107-16). 
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Fig. 7. Three-dimensional model of Building 2 (EBA IVA) close to the artificial ditch of the 
Citadel of Bazi. 


This city of Banat is encircled on the north and 
on the east by a wall. To the south, this wall con- 
tinues as a broad elevation that runs to the foot 
of the Bazi Citadel, a fact that puzzled us at first. 
In the Spring of 2004 when we discovered the 
remains of a substantial Early Bronze Age build- 
ing (Building 2) near the rock-cut ditch on the 
south side of the Citadel, we realized that the 
whole Citadel including its fortification walls, 
the artificial ditch, and most probably even the 
cistern, originated in the Early Bronze Age. 

Building 2 (level 9) was in its earliest phase a 
monumental gate building, the central element 
of which was a chamber gate (fig. 6). In its second 
phase further rooms were added (fig. 7). This 


second phase was thoroughly destroyed by a 
military event, as it was covered with thousands 
of sling bullets and numerous flint arrowheads 
(hg. 8). The heavily damaged building was filled in 
to a depth of three meters, repaired, and reused 
in a third and final phase (level 8) before it was 
destroyed forever. Even today Building 2 stands 
in places to a height of five meters. 

In the following level (level 7) different build- 
ings and alleyways were constructed above the 
ruins of Building 2, covering it completely (see 
Table 1). According to the pottery and other finds, 
the earliest phase of Building 2 (level 9) dates 
to the Early Bronze IVA (= Mardikh IIBI) and 


level 7, after Building 2 had been abandoned, dates 
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Fig. 8. The entrance to Building 2 (level 9a) covered by thousands of 
sling bullets. 
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to the early Middle Bronze period.” Level 8, the 
final phase of occupation of Building 2, can prob- 
ably be dated to the late Akkadian period. 

The largest wall on the slope of the Citadel is 
situated at an elevation of ca. 348 m above mean 
sea level and consists of large, roughly worked 
stone blocks, some of them 1 to 1.5 meters long 
(figs. 3, 4). They were placed on the natural rock 
of the hill that in places had been cut to provide 
bedding for the stones. This wall is 1.8 to 2.5 
meters wide, consists of two skins of stonework, 
and can still be traced over a large part of the cir- 
cuit of the Citadel. Only a small part of it (ca. 120 
m at the northeast corner) has been cleared and 
drawn.” Like all the walls on the Citadel’s slope, 
this big wall was built in separate sections, 
which jog in and out at their junctions. Its build- 
ing technique and material correspond exactly to 
those of Building 2.” 

Below this big wall there is a stone wall at 
the foot of the Citadel close to the wadi. It runs 
towards the Early Bronze Age city wall of Banat at 
the northeast corner of the Citadel (fig. 6; Einwag, 
Kohlmeyer, and Otto 1995: Taf. 9b). 


Evidence for a Possible Identification of 
the Citadel of Bazi with Armanum 


The Citadel of Bazi is a fortified, astonishingly 
high and steep hill situated near a river, features 
it shares with the Armanum described in Naram- 
Sin's inscription. Moreover, its location to the east 
of Ebla matches the order of places recorded in the 
course of Naram-Sin’s campaign: first Armanum, 


21. The pottery of level 8 is related, for example, to the 
one from the Pfeilergebdude at Tuttul, which is securely 
dated (also by seal impressions) to the late-Akkadian period 
(Strommenger and Kohlmeyer 2000: 42-52; Otto 2004: 4-16). 

22. Einwag, Kohlmeyer, and Otto (1995: 108-9, Abb. 5, 
Taf. 9-10). 

28. The dating of the walls at the slope according to material 
and technique is more secure than the dating by finds, because 
the extant walls were used continously. Many of them still 
stood to a height of several meters until the 1950s, when the 
stone blocks were used to build the socles of many houses at 
the foot of the citadel and a canal. 


then Ebla, and then further west to Amanus, the 
Cedar Mountain, and the Upper Sea. 

A further important indication that Armanum 
was situated within the area of the Middle Eu- 
phrates or in the bordering zone is the mention 
of the god Dagan:** in UET I 275 the god Nergal” 
opened the way to the West for Naram-Sin and 
gave him Armanum, Ebla, the Cedar Mountain 
and the Upper Sea (I 11-29). By contrast, Naram- 
Sin conquered with the weapon of Dagan, Ar- 
manum and Ebla (I 30-II 7), but not the area 
further west. Dagan gave him the people from 
the side of the Euphrates (II 8-19), and Dagan 
delivered Rida-Adad, the king of Armanum, into 
Naram-Sins hands (II 29-III 6). Moreover, Naram- 
Sin himself is reported to say, "the god Dagan 
gave me Armanum and Ebla" (III 23-27), but the 
Amanus and the Upper Sea were not mentioned 
in association with the activities of the god Dagan. 
The area ruled by Dagan—the banks of the Eu- 
phrates, Armanum, and Ebla—was clearly differ- 
entiated from the area that was conquered with 
Nergals weapon—Syria west of Ebla to the 
Amanus and to the coast. In the third millen- 
nium, Dagan was mainly the major deity wor- 
shipped in the Middle Euphrates region, and he 
had his cult center at Tuttul (Tall Bi'a). His in- 
fluence may have reached as far west as Ebla, but 
probably no further (see Feliu 2003; Otto 2006). 

The Citadel of Bazi seems to be a good candi- 
date for Armanum, but are the lengths recorded 
in the inscription consistent with the extant ar- 
chaeological remains? As we have seen, there are 
problems with the numbers given in the text: 
some of the measurements are open to debate 
and others, such as 180 cubits, seem to be round 
numbers that do not inspire confidence in the 


24. M. G. Biga informs me that the text TM.75.G.410 (to be 
published as ARET X 2) from Ebla does not describe a journey 
of the god Dagan of Tuttul to Armi, which would have been 
another argument for the location of Armi in the Euphrates 
valley (Archi 1990: 197, note 4) but the year name mentions the 
defeat or death (TIL) of DU.DU.A of Armi. 

25. Nergal - Rasap was one of the most important gods at 
Ebla; F. Pomponio and P. Xella, Les dieux d’Ebla, AOAT 245 
(1997) 297-315. 
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precision of the survey. Furthermore it is not clear 
how and where the measurements were taken. 
Therefore, the following considerations are to be 
conjectural. 

The largest wall situated about halfway up the 
slope of the Citadel, consisting of large, roughly 
worked stone blocks (see above), could perhaps 
be identified with the BAD da-ni-im (the mighty 
wall). The distance from this wall to the lower 
wall, which joins with the city wall of Banat is— 
depending where the measurements are taken— 
ca. 80-95 meters, measured down the slope (fig. 6). 
The difference in height today is about fifteen 
meters, but originally was greater because the 
bottom of the Early Bronze Age city wall is 
certainly much deeper (the city wall is covered 
by the remains of Middle and Late Bronze Age 
houses). This distance suits well the distance of 
180 cubits between the "outer/karum wall" and 
the "mighty wall Therefore, the interpretation 
of the lower wall as the “outer/karum wall” seems 
possible. 

Both the height of twenty cubits for this outer 
wall,“ and the height of thirty cubits for the larger 
mighty stone wall built on solid rock seem very 
plausible. The larger wall is on average about two 
meters wide. A rough rule of thumb states that a 
mudbrick wall can be built to a height that is ten 
times as much as the width of the wall founda- 
tions: in this case this rule would give a height of 
plus or minus thirty cubits. 

What about the BAD.GAL (“the great wall” 
or “the great fortification”), 44 cubits high, which 
should have existed at the top 30, 130 or 180 
cubits away from the "mighty wall?" Several walls 
of different periods are visible on the surface at 
the edge of the plateau of the Citadel. The upper- 
most dates from Roman times; immediately below 
are walls associated with pottery of Middle and 
Late Bronze Age date. However, it is generally 
difficult to date walls constructed on a slope 
without detailed excavation, especially because 
the fortification walls were apparently reused in 


26. Similar heights of city walls, up to 45 cubits, occur 
frequently in Old Babylonian mathematical texts, see Kraus 
(1948: 87, note 2). 


different periods. Another possibility is that older 
walls were covered by more recent ones, or that 
their stone blocks were removed and reused in 
later structures. Without digging a trench at the 
top northern edge of the Citadel, this question 
cannot be answered. But in fact, the edge of the 
plateau is only about 54 meters distant from the 
“mighty wall.” 

Sixty-five meters (130 cubits) from the “mighty 
wall about eleven meters further inside the edge 
of the plateau, there is a 1.5 meter-wide mudbrick 
wall with a stone socle. This wall turns a right 
angle near the eastern edge of the plateau (fig. 6). 
On the associated floor of white Kalkestrich”’ 
there was plenty of pottery indicating that this 
floor was inside a building and that the building 
was in use in Banat period III (Early Bronze Age 
IVA). The white floor is at an elevation of 369.52 
meters above mean sea level, exactly the same 
height as the white Kalkestrich floor in the 
entrance of Building 2. It could therefore be con- 
ceivable that these two parts of buildings, even 
though they are about seventy meters away from 
each might belong to a single construction, but 
further excavations must be undertaken before 
this can be confirmed. 

Is it possible that the "great wall" does not des- 
ignate a fortification wall, but the wall of a build- 
ing? Two arguments speak in favor of this: first, 
a sort of a glacis with a smooth solid sloping 
surface and made out of a combination of gravel 
and earth is attached to the wall on the north 
and, second, the 44-cubit height (ca. 22 meters) of 
the BADGAL is more than one would expect for 
a free-standing wall, whereas for a multistorey 
building such a height is reasonable. According to 
the pottery, the building went out of use at the end 
of the EB IVA period, but its outer walls, strength- 
ened by a glacis, could still have been standing 
during the time of Naram-Sin. 

The side of the depiction facing the statue of 
Sin-eribam gives the distances from the “mighty 
wall” to the “outer/kärum wall” and from this wall 
to the river (fig. 2). On the northwestern part of the 


27. Kalkestrich is a solid packing of limestone plaster mixed 
with stones that is used for hard-floor coverings. 
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Bazi Citadel, the big wall about half way up the 
slope can be recognized at approximately the same 
elevation as on the northeastern slope (figs. 9, 10). 
Further down the northwestern slope no traces 
of walls could be identified on the surface, because 
a modern house with a big garden covered the 
area. Either the “outer karum wall; which was 
recorded as being 156 cubits (78 meters) below 
the “mighty wall? could have been covered by this 
house, or its stones might have been removed 
during the construction of the house. When, in 
1999, the waters of the Tishreen Lake rose, a 
section of a 2.38-meter-wide mudbrick wall was 
revealed: this could be dated to the EB IVA period 
by a black Syrian bottle on the associated floor. 
Without further investigation, however, the func- 
tion of this wall remains obscure. 

Measuring down from the “mighty wall” 176 m 
(156+196 cubits), one arrives at the foot of the 
hill and the edge of the gravel terrace (fig. 6). 
The city of Banat-village ends abruptly at this 
point, and the alluvial plain begins (contour line 
314 meters). Strangely, along the whole western 
edge of the Early Bronze Age settlement of Banat- 
village, a distance of about eight hundred meters 
north to south, no traces of a city wall were found 
(see fig. 5). McClellan and Porter have suggested 
that either this was due to erosion, and the city 
wall was washed away by a change in the course 
of the Euphrates, or there had been no need for 
a city wall on this side, because the city was 
sufficently protected by the river (McClellan 1999: 
417). In either case, it is quite probable that a 
branch of the Euphrates flowed close to the city 
and the citadel during the Early Bronze Age.” 

In the captions on this side no measurements 
were recorded from the "mighty wall" to the 


28. On this low terrace the Early Bronze Age city of Banat 
village and the Late Bronze Age lower town of Bazi were 
situated. 

29. Numerous meanders indicate that the course of the 
Euphrates changed easily within the alluvial plain. During 
the last decades, the Euphrates ran close to the western edge 
of the valley in 2.5 kilometers distance from Banat-Bazi; one 
branch of the river is said to have been close to Banat three 
generations earlier, which is corroborated by an aerial photo 
of 1922: Institut Francais de Damas, Une mission de reconnais- 
sance de l'Euphrate en 1922 (1988), feuille VI, Sandalia Zrir. 


"great wall" At the northwest corner of the Bazi 
Citadel, which must have been the closest part of 
the Citadel to the river, the slope does not con- 
tinue above the big wall, as it does on the opposite 
side of the hill, but a large cistern is cut out of 
the side of the hill (figs. 6, 9).? It is therefore con- 
ceivable that on this side of the depiction, the dis- 
tance from the "mighty wall" to the "great wall" 
was omitted because the "great wall" was not 
directly accessible, and therefore the distance 
could not be measured. 

To summarize, the correspondence between the 
measurements recorded in Naram-Sin’s descrip- 
tion of Armanum with the distances between the 
Early Bronze Age walls and other structures on 
the Citadel of Bazi does not prove that Armanum 
is to be identified with Bazi. There are too many 
uncertainties in the interpretation of the Old 
Babylonian copy of the text, and too many un- 
resolved archaeological issues obscured by the 
reuse of the Early Bronze Citadel during later 
periods and by the limits of the excavations, to 
remove all doubt. There seem, however, to be no 
major obstacles to the identification of Armanum 
with Mount Bazi, and no more suitable candidate 
with a highly fortified hill beside a river has been 
proposed in the area in which Dagan exercized his 
influence. 


Information on the Location of Armi/ 

Armium from the Ebla Archives and 

Comparison with the Archaeological 
Evidence from Banat-Bazi 


Armi/Armium?! is, after Mari and Emar, the 
most frequently mentioned city in the archives 


30. The cistern probably also dates originally to the Early 
Bronze Age. In 2004 we discovered close to it a doorway in- 
cluding a long staircase with mighty, carefully worked stone 
steps. A Syrian bottle and several clay sling bullets in front 
of the entrance stress the contemporaneity with Building 2, 
level 9. 

31. According to Bonechi (1990a: 28) and A. Archi et al., 
ARES II, 167, the writing Ar-mi-um" occurs only at the period 
of Igris-Halam and Irkab-Damu. Both Ar-mi and Ar-mi-um are 
attested in ARET IV 17, VIIL In the following lines I refer only 
to the hitherto published evidence, eagerly awaiting the de- 
tailed treatment of the case of Armi by Biga and Archi. 
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millennium B.C. 
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from Ebla, occurring about as often as Ra'ak 
(Bonechi 1998: 54). The most detailed treatments 
of Armium can be found in the extremely valuable 
works of Bonechi (1990b: 21-31; 1993: 52-55). 

Fronzaroli has suggested the following possi- 
bilities for the etymological origin of the name 
Armanum/Armi/Armium: *armánum “plane tree,’ 
“rm "steep height; and armän “to throw, to take 
up ones abode in a place (Fronzaroli 1977: 148- 
49, 1984-1986: 141). Given the character of the 
Citadel of Bazi, a derivation from *rm is extremely 
tempting,” 

According to the Ebla archives, Armium had 
a ruler (en) and “Elders” (Abba). In addition, 
the following persons’ functions are attested for 
people from Armium: gurus, KA.DIB, ku-li, lü- 
kar, maliktum, mazalum, maSkim, maSkim-e-gi4, 
na-sej], nagar, and $ei-2-ib?' The political, eco- 
nomic, and cultic relations between Ebla and 
Armium were intensive: food ration lists from 
the Ebla palace archive L.2712 mention the name 
of Armi" among food recipients who belong to 
the palace of the king. L. Milano wondered if this 
might mean that periodically bread and beer 
was issued to officials from Armium resident at 
the Ebla palace (Milano 1987: 519-50). Common 
cultic activities were jointly conducted by people 
from Ebla and Armium, and some of these took 
place at Ebla itself (Bonechi 1990b: 30-31). Many 


LÜ.KAR (merchants) from Armium were busy in 


32. Compare the Late Bronze Age etymology of the name 
Basiru (from semitic "ber = to tear off, separate), which means 
"separated location" and thus—like the Early Bronze Age 
name-—refers to the exceptional appearance of the steep citadel, 
separated by an artificial ditch (Sallaberger, Otto, and Einwag 
2000). 

33. MEE II 50 r. X: 8ss: considerable amounts of gold and 
silver objects as property of the elders of A: ARET VII 110: 
Rich gifts of precious metal are made by high officials (Bonechi 
1990: 25-28). 

34, Especially the maskim-e-gi4 (special agents) and the 
mazalum (messengers) are typical for the area northeast of 
Ebla. According to ARES II (1993) 31-36 (“nomi di funzioni 
riferiti al toponimi”) maSkim-e-gi resp. maSkim-e-giy are 
attested for Armi, Dulu, Dugurasu, Eden lú Ibal, EN-sar, 
Halsum, Emar, Ibla, Manuwad, and Sanabzugum; mazalum 
for Amadu, Azan, Arhadu, Armi/Armium, Dalazugur, Dulu, 
Dub, Garmu, Gudadalum, Harran, Harhudu, Ibubu/Ibuib, Ilibi, 
Kakmium, NI-a-NE-in, Sanabzugum, Sugurlum, Utig, Ursa?um, 
Zaburrum, Zuhara. 


Ebla. Numerous persons from different places in 
Syria and Mesopotamia lived in Armium, or went 
there in the course of their business (Bonechi 
1990b: 28-29). A caravan of people from Armium 
went to the Ebla region (ARET IV 6, 847-49), 
and a caravan of people from Ebla went to 
Armium (ARET IV 6, 850-55). Could these be 
indications that there was indeed a kärum at 
Armium?? 

Despite its frequent mentions in the archives, 
the location of Armium is disputed? An early 
view was that Armium was situated near Ebla, 
because of the close, direct, and intense relations 
between the two cities. Bonechi (1990b: 22-25), 
however, doubted this for various reasons, one 
of them being the absence of typical Eblaite ele- 
ments within the personal names of Armium and 
suggested that the location of Armium was to 
the northwest of Ebla (in Cilicia, in the Amanus 
region or on the Syrian coast) and not in the Eu- 
phrates area?" He lists four main reasons for this 
proposal (Bonechi 1990: 34-37; 1998):°° 


1. Armium is not mentioned in the Enna-Dagan 
letter. 

2. Armium is not mentioned in the Abarsal 
treaty. 

3. The onomasticon of Armium is not Eblaitic 
and several names seem to have a northern, 
possibly Anatolian, origin. 

4. Armium is not mentioned in the texts ARET 
I 1-9, which list deliveries for the rulers (en) of 
kingdoms situated close to Ebla. 


35. In UET I 275 the reading ka-ri-im is as uncertain as 
ka-wi-im (see above). 

36. In later periods, Armi/Armium/Armanum does not 
occur. Certainly not relevant is the mention of a Late Bronze 
Age village named Armi near Ugarit (ARES II, 168). 

37. In the map of Milano and Rova (2000: 729-30, fig. 3), 
Armi is placed north of Halab and west of Karkamis. In gen- 
eral, locations on the Mediterranean coast are almost never 
mentioned in the Ebla archives, as noted by Archi (1987) 
and Klengel (1988: 245-51). The attempt of Tangberg (1994) 
to identify coastal settlements, was unsuccessful. 

38. For Bonechi (19902), the trade route to southern Ana- 
tolia, the fact that Ugarit is rarely mentioned in Ebla texts, 
and the river mentioned in Naram-Sins inscription (he inter- 
prets it as a tributary of the Orontes or as a river in Cilicia) 
are additional arguments. 
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Let us examine these arguments one by one. 


]. The letter of Enna-Dagan of Mari to the ruler 
of Ebla? contains a report about the military 
achievements of the kings of Mari in regions 
quite close to Ebla, for example in Emar, Ra'aq, 
and Burman. Most of the places cannot be local- 
ized, but many of them seem to have been situated 
between Emar and Mari. Because the mountain 
ridge near Tall Qitar, about five kilometers down- 
stream from Banat-Bazi, forms a natural barrier 
(the routes along the Euphrates valley stop 
there and during the Late Bronze Age it prob- 
ably formed the border between the country of 
AStata/Emar and the country of Karkamis), it is 
possible that the military campaigns of Mari did 
not extend to regions north of this geographic 
frontier, and that for this reason, if Armium too 
lay north of this frontier, it would not have been 
mentioned in the Enna-Dagan letter. 

2. The preamble of the Abarsal treaty estab- 
lishes the border between Ebla and Abarsal.? The 
territory of Ebla certainly reached the Euphrates 
(Karkami$), and at least in the vicinity of Kar- 
kami§ it probably also included some locations on 
the Jazireh (east) side of the Euphrates; for ex- 
ample GudadaLUM (one of the badalum cities) 
was probably situated east of the Euphrates." 
Probably only the cities and BAD of the Ebla 
state, which bordered on the territory of Abarsal, 
are explicitly named.” Within the territory of 
Abarsal itself no name of a city or BAD is men- 
tioned. Even though the localization of Abarsal is 
uncertain (at least a situation east of the Euphrates 
is generally accepted), it is plausible that the 
Euphrates formed the border between Ebla und 
Abarsal in the region to the south of Karkamis. 


39. TM.75.G.2420: ARET XIII 4; Edzard (1981b); A. Archi, 
MARI 4 (1985) 68-85; M. Geller, Eblaitica 1 (1987) 141-45. 

40. ARET XIII 5; Sollberger (1980: 129-55), Edzard (1992). 

41. For the area between the upper Balih valley and the 
Gaziantep region, which is characterized by state officials 
called badalum see Milano and Rova (2000: 728-29). 

49. Edzard (1992: 199). 

43. Bonechi (1998: 8-10), Archi (1989: 15-19). If Abarsal is 
identical with ApiSal, it could be situated north of Karkamis, 
West or East of the Euphrates: M. V. Tonietti, MARI 8 (1997) 
232-33; D. Charpin and N. Ziegler, MARI 8 (1997) 248-47. 


In this case, the locations on the east bank of the 
river (including Banat-Bazi) would have been 
the property of Abarsal and thus would not have 
been mentioned by name. 

3. A collection of personal names from Armium 
can be found in Bonechi's works (Bonechi 1990b: 
22-24, 1991) and in ARES II. Bonechi (1990b: 25; 
1993: 112) noted that many non-Semitic personal 
names from Armium have typological analogies 
with the onomasticon of DU-lu* (names like a-la- 
lu-wa-du, ba-mi-a-du, etc.; ma-a-LUM occurs in 
both cities). He therefore postulated that the two 
were not far distant from each other, and localized 
Dulu in the Syro-Cilician Mediterranean coastal 
region as well. Dulu is, however, one of the cities 
with an en that occurs in ARET I 1 and 3-7. Be- 
cause in these texts it is listed between Ursa’um, 
Utigu, and Iritum, Harran, the city of Dulu is 
thought to have been located not far from Har- 
ran, perhaps near the Balih, near the present day 
Syrian-Turkish border (for the numerous pro- 
posals for the location of Dulu see Bonechi 1993: 
112). Because Dulu does not belong to the “ba- 
dalum cities; it should be located to the south of 
the “badalum region" (see fig. 10). If Dulu did lie 
between the Euphrates and the Balih south of the 
Ursa 'um-Harran axis, the closest city to the south- 
west of Dulu would in fact have been Banat-Bazi 
(see below comments on Nagar). 

4. The absence of a ruler (en) of Armi in the 
lists ARET I 1-9 is indeed a problem, because 
the cities listed in these documents seem to cover 
the area of the Euphrates bend from downstream 
of Emar to upstream from Karkamis. The accounts 
in ARET I 1-9 list deliveries of goods to many 
rulers (called either en or badalum), elders, and 
other important people of various cities, which, 
although formally independent from Ebla, never- 
theless entertained good neighborly relations with 
the state. The order of the listed cities is gen- 
erally interpreted as being based either on their 
location or on the relative proximity of one settle- 
ment to another. In this case, Armium would have 
been expected to have been listed relatively close 
to Emar, Burman (probably somewhere near the 
Euphrates bend), Ra'aq (probably between the Eu- 
phrates and the Balih), Du-ub (= Tab, tentatively 
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identified by several scholars with Umm el-Marra; 
see Bonechi 1993: 109), Ursa’um (Ur-sá-um; 
UrSum of the second millennium B.C., northwest 
or northeast of KarkamiS), Irritum (between the 
Euphrates and the Balih), and Harran (fig. 10). 
There are four possible explanations for the ab- 
sence of an en of Armi/Armium in ARET I 1-9: 


e Armium lies far from the Euphrates region; 

e between the group of settlements situated 
at the bend of the Euphrates close to Emar 
and those to the north around Ursa um und 
Harran, perhaps only cities to the west of 
the Euphrates are mentioned, thus the list 
would follow a curving arc moving clockwise 
from Emar and Tab to the north and north- 
east and not touching the area east of the 
Euphrates; 

e at the time the texts ARET I 1-9 were 
written, Armi was no longer independent 
and had no en; or, 

e relations between between Ebla and Armi 
had deteriorated to the point that the en of 
Armi was no longer among the rulers bene- 
fiting from Ebla distributions." 


If one supposes that the texts ARET I 1-9 date 
to the very last years of Ibbi-zikir, that is the years 
immediately before the destruction of Ebla,“ there 
are, in my opinion, many arguments in favor of 
the third or fourth possibility: 


e In ARET I 1-9 textile deliveries are men- 
tioned to persons from Armium, but not to 
the en of Armium. This could either indi- 
cate that Armium still existed but had lost 
its en or that the en did not receive gifts due 
to unfavorable mutual relations. 


44, This explanation, which at the moment seems to be the 
best, was pointed out to me by M. G. Biga. She observes that 
the behavior of Ebla towards the en of Armi would in this case 
be paralled by Ebla’s behavior towards the ruler of Mari, both 
excluded from the distribution of gifts at this time. 

45. According to Biga (1996: 32) ARET I 1-8 and ARET VIII 
023, 531 refer to a sequence of years, which include year Ibbi- 
zikir 8 or 9 (TM.75.G.2428 is related to ARET I 1) and therefore 
should date from the Eblas very last years. For the chronology 
of kings and ministers of Ebla see Archi and Biga (2003). 


e For the preceding period, lists of textile allo- 
cations mention the en of Armium together 
with other ens of the Euphrates region; e.g., 
in MEE II 37, the en of Armium appears 
(r. XI 5’-6’) before the en of Kakmium (r. XI 
17’-18’) and the son of the en of Manuwat 
(v. 1 6-7). Also, precious metal allocations (eg,, 
MEE X 27) mention, after the en of Armium 
(v. III:1-2), the en of Manuwat (v. V: 1-2), and 
the son of the en of Ra'aq (v. V: 7-8). 

e Another argument in favor of the third ex- 
planation could be the fact that important 
cities seem to have lost their independence 
at the time of Ibbi-zikir; eg., references to 
the en of Hazuwan stop with Ibrium (Milano 
and Rova 2000: 730). Furthermore, the exis- 
tence of an en during the very last years of 
Ebla is not absolutely certain. At first glance 
it seems that Armium was governed by an en 
for the duration of the Ebla archives: MEE 
X 27 passim (time of the kings Igris-Halab or 
Irkab-damu of Ebla), ARES II 168 (minister 
Arrukum), MEE X 4 r. VI: 5 (year when king 
Irkab-damu died). Also during the time of 
minister Ibrium there is evidence of an en 
of Armium (TM.75.G.1457). So far, thirteen 
references to an en of Armium have been 
published.“ From the time of minister Ibbi- 
zikir (the last seventeen years of Ebla) three 
texts mention the en of Armium*’: MEE X 
29, dated to the year Ibbi-zikir 4 or 5,? and 
ARET VIII 534, r. XII: 12°-13°° This text 
(TM.76.G.534), one of the Annual Accounts 


46. ARET III 232 r1:4’; ARET III 686 v.E:3; ARET VII 22 
Lë: ARET VII 79 v.1:3; ARET VIII 534 r.X11:13°, MEE II 37 
rXI:6; MEE X 4 r. VI:5; MEE X 27 r. VII':1-2, VIII':5-6, IX":6; 
v. III: 2; MEE X 29 r. V:12,23; MEE X 35 r. III:2, III:6, IV:4, 
V:6 (royal family of Armium: en, maliktum, dumu-munus en, 
dumu-nita en). 

47. 'To the two texts MEE X 29 and ARET VIII 534 can be 
added another text (RAM 10074) of the year Ibbi-zikir 7 (in- 
formation kindly provided by A. Archi). 

48. For the dating of the texts, see Archi (1996: 73-99). The 
position of the texts within the first five years of Ibbi-zikir is 
certain according to the sequence of priestesses (first Tini- 
TUM-Dulum + Tarib-Damu, than Amaga + Tarib-Damu). 

49. (r. XII: 11’-15’): nig-mul(AN.AN.AN.AN) en ar-mi" 
níg.kas, i-ti. 
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of Delivery of Metals (CAM), is tentatively 
dated to the year Ibbi-zikir 12 (Archi and 
Biga 2003: 9; Archi 1996: 78-93), but Archi 
stressed the uncertain position of this text, 
because it is fragmentary and the personal 
names, which serve to establish the texts’ 
sequence, are largely destroyed. 

e There are several arguments in favor of the 
fourth explanation: The deterioration of 
the Ebla-Armi relations is underlined by 
numerous military actions against Armium, 
mentioned in the later administrative texts 
from Ebla.” Apparently several armed con- 
flicts between Armium and Ebla during 
Ibrium’s time precede the defeat of Armium 
at the time of Ibbi-zikir”' ARET III 737 r. V 
1’-11’ mentions a military campaign (ME) 
of Ibrium against Armi. 

e An important moment in the fate of 
Armium is described in ARET XIII 16-17 
(TM.75.G.1689/TM.75.G.2390)?; the text 
begins (8 1): ar-mi" i-ti si-in 1 Su iri“ wa alg- 
tuš nu-Su-ra ^an-gub-ma nu-il, which may 
possibly be interpreted as: "Armi came into 
the hands of the city (= Ebla) and keeps quiet 
without fighting, it does not set up the An- 
gubbu gods.” It continues with instructions 
for rites, which seem to be associated with the 
maintenance of the peace between Armium 
and Ebla. The text is dated to Ibbi-zikir and 
may refer to the capitulation of Armium and 
its incorporation into the sphere of influence 
of the Eblaite state. Perhaps related to this 
event is the reflex of a treaty between Ebla 
and Armium in TM.75.G.1477 (MEE III 66; 
ARET XIII 18): the people of Armi have to 
conhirm their alliance with Ebla every year; 
in case of breach of contract they could get 
the death penalty. In the following 8 5, 


50. Therefore Bonechi wonders if Armium actively con- 
tributed to the end of Ebla (1993: 54). 

ol. As M. G. Biga stated at the ARCANE-workshop in July 
2006 in Munich, there were military expeditions against Armi 
in at least the years Ibrium 8 and Ibbi-zikir 14 (I am grateful 
to her for this information). 


59. = ARET II 34; see also Krebernik (1996: 22). 


Armiums position on the route to Nagar is 
stressed, which could be a clue as to the 
background of this alliance (see below sv. 
Nagar). In the text ARET XIII 16-18, only 
the inhabitants of the city of Armium are 
mentioned, not the en. 

ARET XIII 18, quoted above, as well as the 
frequent mention of LÜKAR of Armium, 
could indicate that Armiums special impor- 
tance for Ebla lay in its position on the route 
from Ebla to the Habur triangle, especially 
to Nagar (Tell Braq). According to Archi and 
Biga (2003: 13), Ebla utilized two routes 
towards the East, the southern route, lead- 
ing down the Euphrates and passing by Mari, 
and thus being sometimes problematic, and 
the northern route, controlled by Ebla up to 
Nagar. A route high up in the north, approxi- 
mately at the height of Karkamis and Harran, 
or even further north, in the region of Titris 
Hóyük, would have required a considerable 
detour. Therefore, its course further to the 
south, but far enough away from Tuttul and 
the southern part of the Balih valley, which 
belonged to the sphere of Mari (Archi and 
Biga 2008: 11), seems more reasonable 
(hg. 10). Banat-Bazi was the starting point of 
the southernmost route crossing the western 
Jezira region between the Euphrates and 
the Balih.^ One of the easy crossings of the 
Euphrates was located near Banat-Bazi and 
was used until 1999. The frequent mention 
of merchants and messengers to and from 
Armium in the Ebla texts may indicate the 
importance of Banat-Bazi as a transit station 
on this route. 

Several texts mention Armium connected to 
transactions with Nagar. Especially at the 
time of Ibbi-zikir, the relations between Ebla 
and Nagar seem to have been strengthened, 
probably as a reaction to the dominance of 


99. The results of our survey conducted in this region 
have not yet been published. For short preliminary reports 
see Einwag (1993: 28-43; 1993/1994: 299-301; note that the 
caption to the figure has been omitted). 
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Mari.” Text TM.75.G.1248 may refer to a 
military expedition to Armium (nig-kasy Ar- 
mi‘), which was conducted on one side by 
Ibbi-zikir of Ebla, on the other side by the 
kings of Nagar and Kis (Biga 1998: 18-19). 
Afterwards we see the king of Nagar travel- 
ing to Ebla because of the dynastic marriage 
between Ebla and Nagar. It seems as if 
Armium was violently deprived of its in- 
dependence when relations between Ebla 
and Nagar intensified. The numerous ref- 
erences to Armium (but not of the en of 
Armium) within the final three years of 
Ebla (ARET IX), in particular point to Ar- 
mium’s role as a point of transit between 
Ebla and the Habur triangle. Merchants 
and messengers from Armium, Darhatu, and 
Dulu heading for Nagar are frequently 
mentioned with the same order sequence of 
the place names (eg., ARET IX 82-84), thus 
perhaps referring to an itinerary from 
Armium towards the Balih (see above for 
the location of Dulu between the Euphrates 
and the Balih). 


Further arguments for the identification of 
Armium with Banat-Bazi can be derived from 
the mentioning together with other cities in the 
Euphrates region and in the Jezira: In ARET VIII 
022 (8 15) a joint action of 120 people (na-se1) 
from Armium and of 180 people from A-ba-tum 
heading for GudadaLUM is mentioned. We need 
not therefore assume a large distance between 
A-ba-tum and Armium. A-ba-tum should in all 
probability be identified with the Old Babylonian 
Abattum, which is to be located in the impressive 
Tall eth-Thaidiyain between modern Tabqa and 
Mansura.” GudadaLUM, which is mentioned in 


94. Archi (1998: 1-15). Several journeys of Ibbi-zikir to 
Nagar are attested, e.g., ARET IX 93. 94. 95; Archi and Biga 
(2003). 

90. M. G. Biga was able to reconstruct the two texts concern- 
ing this event completely: 75.G.1249.- 10082-4058 (= ARET III 
937) and 75.G.1250+10081+5314 (= ARET XII 874). 

96. Kohlmeyer (1984: 112; 1986: 52). Meyer (1996: 165 with 
note 110) concluded that A-ba-tum of the Ebla archives could 
not be identical with Old Babylonian Abattum, because he con- 
sidered the location of Armium in western Syria as definite. 


ARET I 1-9 mostly after Sanabzugum or Ur 
sa'um, has to be located somewhere between the 
Euphrates and the Balih. On the other hand, 
Armium is mentioned together with Harran and 
Utigu (ARET VIII 527, 814; Bonechi 1990b: 27). 
For further occurences of Armium together with 
other locations of the Middle Euphrates region 
see above. 


The Historical Situation of Armium 
and Ebla from their First Destruction 
to the Campaign of Naram-Sin 


From the evidence of the texts from Ebla it is 
thus probable that Armium still existed in the last 
years before Ebla was destroyed, that is, in the 
second half of the period when Ibbi-zikir was 
minister, but that its relations with Ebla deterio- 
rated and it perhaps even came under the control 
of Ebla after a series of military campaigns in the 
time of Ibrium and at the beginning of the rule 
of Ibbi-zikir. With the end of the Ebla archives, 
all information concerning Armium comes to an 
end as well. When, almost a century later, Naram- 
Sin came to destroy Armium, it was once again 
ruled by an independent king. 

In Banat-Bazi there are several indications in 
the archaeological record for at least two major 
hostile attacks (Table 1). Banat (period III) with 
its monumental official building and its large 
funerary monuments seems to have been aban- 
doned at the end of Early Bronze IVa and was 
not reoccupied until the Late Bronze Age. Build- 
ing 2 (level 9) on the citadel of Bazi was partly 
destroyed. Its violent end is attested by the thou- 
sands of sling bullets and numerous arrowheads 
found in the entranceway and around the building 
as well as by the hurried blocking of the gateway 
(fig. 8). During this attack, Building 2 was so badly 
damaged that only after the rooms had been filled 
to a height of three meters could it be reused. 
In addition, we found the remains of a human 
skeleton mixed in with the sling bullets in the fill 
of one of the rooms. This last reuse phase of Build- 


57. Utigu is mentioned in ARET I 1-4, 6, 7 between 
Ursa'um and Dulu ^r Irritum and Harran. 
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ing 2 (level 8) was violently destroyed as well. 
Afterwards the area was built over with quite 
different structures. 

How can the information derived from the texts 
be correlated with the archaeological remains? 
There are two possible candidates for the attacker 
who put an end to Banat period III and Bazi- 
Citadel level 9: either the people of Ebla, or the 
same enemy who was responsible for Ebla's de- 
struction (Mardikh IIBl), which, if Archi and Biga 
(2003) are correct, would be Mari. Because the 
destructions are so massive, and because they put 
a complete end to the lower town of Banat, Mari 
is a more likely candidate than the people of Ebla 
who had a vivid interest in this important stage 
on the caravan route to the east and especially to 
Nagar. When Ebla lost control over this region, it 
was possible again for a ruler to be installed at 
Armium.? 

The archaeological evidence could be inter- 
preted as follows: Building 2 beside the rock-cut 
ditch, as well as any other buildings that were 
standing on the citadel, were repaired and re- 
occupied for a last time (Bazi level 8)? Accord- 
ing to the excavators, the lower town of Banat 
experienced its floruit in the Early Bronze III 
(Banat Period IV) and Early Bronze IVa (Banat 
Period III = Mardikh IIB1) periods.” In the Early 
Bronze IVb period (= Mardikh IIB2), it seems 
mostly to have been abandoned, with the excep- 
tion of the workshop quarter where pottery pro- 
duction continued in Area G, for example. The 
mound of Tall Kabir not far to the northwest of 
Bazi continued to be occupied?! 


58. A parallel case is recorded from Tall Sweyhat not far 
to the south of Banat-Bazi: its rise occured only when Ebla’s 
power had ceased (Zettler 1997). 

59. We are at the very beginning of the investigation of the 
Early Bronze Age citadel. 

60. The terminology concerning these periods is a problem 
and the target of several current projects. In this paper, con- 
cerning mainly the relationship with Ebla, I have chosen the 
terminology of Ebla. 

61. This period, which is attested at Tall Kabir and on the 
citadel of Bazi, but not very well at Banat, is named "Banat 
Period III"; Porter (2002), Cooper (1998), Akkermans and 
Schwartz (2008: 246-50). The ancient settlement of Banat was 
at most places directly overlain by the village of Banat, which 
rendered large-scale excavations impossible. Therefore it is 
difficult to tell if parts of the settlement continued to be used. 


What sort of structure was erected on the 
citadel plateau apart from the gateway building 
(Building 2) has not yet been investigated, but it 
is likely that there were one or more important 
buildings (such as a temple or a palace) as other- 
wise the top of the citadel would not have been 
so intensively fortified. Given the presence on the 
citadel of a huge 38-meter-long temple, which was 
in use from the Middle to the Late Bronze Age,” 
and the fact that there are many instances where 
sacred sites remained in use over long periods, 
the existence of an Early Bronze Age temple 
should be taken into consideration. 

UET I 275 states that Naram-Sin captured 
Rida-Adad, the king of Armi, "in the middle of 
his entryway” (qab,-li na-ra-ab-ti-su i-ik-mi-i-sti) 
(iii 8-10). This unusual way of describing where 
the event took place has led scholars to speculate 
whether the entryway was that of a temple or of 
a palace? In my view, the place described at this 
point in the inscription, the climax of the narra- 
tive, could not have been merely the entrance of 
a building that was not named but must have 
been a special, distinctive structure, where the 
final events that determined Armis fate took place. 
Could it therefore be that the narabtum of Rida- 
Adad, where the decisive attack took place, was in 
fact Building 2, the gateway with massively thick 
walls that controlled the access to the citadel at 
the weakest point of the defences?™ As described 
above, Building 2 in its latest occupation phase 
fell victim to a further violent destruction after 
which it was not repaired; it was abandoned and 
later buildings with a quite different character 
(Bazi level 7f) were erected above its ruins. The 
date of the pottery sherds found in this level 
(see above) supports the suggested chronological 
sequence. 


62. Sallaberger, Otto, and Einwag (2006), Otto and Einwag 
(2005: 27-29). 

63. “Jacobsen proposes that ‘his entryway’ refers to Dagan’s 
temple, where the captured king was brought bound, but I 
see, rather, the defeated king making a futile last stand in the 
doorway of his own palace” (Foster 1982: 34). 

64. Narabtum can mean not only an entrance but also a 
(mountain) pass and so would also describe vividly the location 
of an attack that went up the steep rock-cut ditch towards 
Building 2. 
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By the time of Naram-Sin, the florescence of 
Ebla had long been over. The all-powerful Ebla 
described in the archive of Palace G, one of the 
the most important cities of the twenty-fourth 
century in Syria, had been destroyed about a cen- 
tury earlier (Archi and Biga 2003); even if it was 
rebuilt soon after (Mardikh IIB2), it had lost most 
of its power? In the words of Archi (ARES II 
[1993] 168), "All'epoca di Naram-Sin l'Ebla degli 
archivi era già scomparsa, ma permaneva il ricordo 
della sua potenza" The decline in the power of 
Ebla is not contradicted by Naram-Sin’s boastful, 
if untrue, assertion that he was the first ruler to 
have destroyed Armium and Ebla (Michalowski 
1993). The situation of Armium may have been 


65. For Mardikh IIB2-levels see Matthiae (1989: 126-32: 


comparable to that of Ebla, with the difference 
that the lower town (Banat) had not been resettled 
after the destruction. 

The fact that the statue of Naram-Sin depicts 
only the citadel may be attributable to the fact 
that the lower town (Banat) lay in ruins (at least 
partly), while the fortress, situated on the hill, still 
remained an imposing and exceptional monument. 
Our excavations in 2005 showed that Building 2 
protecting the weakest point of the defences had 
been repaired following the first attack, which, I 
have suggested, was carried out by the forces of 
Mari. These measures, however, failed to provide 
a successful defence against the might of Naram- 
Sin. His attack brought about the final end of the 
Early Bronze Age city Armanum/Armi/Armium, 
whose location may have been at Banat-Bazi with 
its impressive fortified mountain citadel beside the 


areas A, B, C, N). river. 
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IN SEARCH OF ARMI 


Alfonso Archi (Università di Roma "La Sapienza") 


The older writing of the name of the city of Armi in Eblaite documents is Ar-mi-um“ (Bonechi 19902; geni- 
tive form in ARET XII 1108 II 4: PN Ar-mi-im^). It is attested in some documents from the time of the minister 
Arrukum, forty to thirty-six years before the destruction of Ebla, sometimes together with the later form: Ar-mi“.! 
Arrukum was minister during the last five years of king Irkab-damu (the successor of Igri$-Halab), who probably 
reigned for eleven years. The king and minister both died in the same year. ISar-damu, who reigned for thirty-five 
years, until the fall of Ebla, succeeded his father Irkab-damu on the throne. For the first eighteen years, Ibrium 
was minister, followed by his son Ibbi-zikir, who remained in charge for seventeen years, until the fall of the city. 


1. The Region under the Hegemony of Ebla during the Last Ten Years 


At the time of Irkab-damu, the territory of Ebla included Alalakh to the north (with the Antioch Plain, Amuq; 
Archi 2006) and Karkamis on the Euphrates (ARES II: 238-39). It was in the first years of Irkab-damus rule (or the 
last years of Igris-Halab) that Ebla was able to draw up a treaty with Abarsal (probably Tell Chuera; ARES II: 87- 
91), a document that lists the cities along the Euphrates that either belonged to Ebla or came under its hegemony 
(in šu en Ib-la“; ARET XIII 5). In the treaty, Karkamis appears after Kablul and Gudadanum in $$ 2-6. Unlike 
Karkamis, these two cities had their own kings right up until the fall of Ebla. Kablul, at least, is to be located north 
of Karkami$. Of the cities mentioned in the treaty, the southernmost would appear to have been Haddu ( A-du“, 
§ 17), which most likely lay on the other side of the Euphrates (Tell Malhat ed-Derü‘) and bordered on the lands 
under the control of Mari's (ARET XIII: 196). To the south, the kingdom of Ebla included Hamath (’A-ma-ad/du*; 
present-day Hama) and, to the west, its territories probably did not extend as far as the sea (fig. 1). 

Armi remained independent for all of the forty-five years documented in the Ebla archives. It appears in neither 
the treaty with Abarsal, before the time on office of the minister Arrukum, nor was it included in the group of 
independent states that were Eblas control and recognized the city’s hegemony. Documents from the last ten years, 
when Ibbi-zikir was the minister, show that the Eblaite administration maintained friendly relations with these 


Adelheid Otto is the author of a remarkable study where she suggested the identification of Armi/Armanum with Tell Bazi, on the Middle 
Euphrates, making use of both archaeological and philological data (Otto 2006). She also presented her thesis at the 6th ICAANE, Rome, May 
2008, together with M. G. Biga, who was in agreement with Ottos view. 

Abbreviations: AAM: Annual Account of Distribution of Metals; MAT: Monthly Accounts of Textile Distribution. 

1. For documents of the Arrukum period presenting both forms; see ARET XV 6 (34): Ar-mi-um*; (2) and (43): Ar-mi*; MEE X 
27+ rev. III 9 and IV 8: Ar-mi-um*; obv. VIIP 5: Ar-mi“. On the reduplication Ar-mi“-Ar-mi*, see below, 7.2. 
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Fig. 1. Extension of the kingdom of Ebla. (Hassuwan/Hassum was included 
during the mandate of minister Ibrium.) 


cities, sending sets of clothes as gifts to their sovereigns and elders once a year; usually in month IX (iti za-lul).’ 
Few of these cities can be securely localized, even though the names of some of them survived into succeeding 
centuries. 

The list of these cities (ARET I 1-9) opens with NIrar, probably north of Karkamis. Kakmium must have been 
in the same area. Raak was close to the Euphrates, south of Emar (Letter of Enna-Dagan, ARET XIII 4 $ 6). Emar 
(Meskene), on the Euphrates and the same latitude as Ebla, was repeatedly defeated by the rulers of Mari, I$tup-Sar, 
and Iblul-il (Letter of Enna-Dagan), when Igris-Halab occupied the Ebla throne. Later, Irkab-Damu allied Emar 
with Ebla by means of an inter-dynastic marriage (ARES II: 290). A little further north of Emar, Ebla possessed a 
bridgehead on the Euphrates: Ma-NE* (ARES II: 379-81). The list includes Burman, whose territory bordered the 
Euphrates (ARET XIII 4 $ 12); it seems that this city was also bound to Ebla by an inter-dynastic marriage (ARES 
II 185; ARET XIII: 79). The identification of Dub (later Tuba) with Umm el-Marra (about 50 km east of Aleppo) is 
uncertain; it could, instead, be located north of the road that linked Halab with Mari. Garmu and Lumnan should 
be localized in the Euphrates Valley (Bonechi 1993: 151, 224; Archi 2005a: 17). Ursaum (Ur$um) laid at Gaziantep, 
or between Gaziantep and the Euphrates. There is no secure information enabling us to locate Utig(u) or Dulu(m). 
The cities of Iritum, Harran, Sanapzugum, and Gudadanum shared with Ursaum and Abarsal the peculiarity that 
the minister, who was second in rank after the king, was designated with the title ba-da-lum. These occupied an 
area that today mainly lies in Turkish territory and which stretched from the Euphrates, on a level with Gaziantep 
(Ursaum) as far as the Balih (Harran). According to the Hittite sources, Ir(r)itum (Irrite) was east of Karkami§, on 
the way to Harran (del Monte and Tischler 1978: 144; Kessler 1980). We have no certain information regarding 
Sarhu, Arhadu, or Hutimu. The list then mentions a sheikh (Sura-garru) and the chiefs of his tribe (20 guruß): 
their habitat must have been to the east (near lake Jabboul), southeast of Ebla. Tisum must also have been found 
in the same area (ARES II: 451). Ibal (“of the steppe,’ eden; “of the canal,’ là pa. “of the water-store; a-tuk) is 


2. The tablets are ARET I 1-9 (no 2 joins ARET IV 23; no 3 joins ARET XII 146; no 7 joins ARET XII 9344-936), see the table 
in ARET I: 224-25 and n. 34 below. There are some previous documents, e.g., TM.75.G.1731, where the list of these cities does not open 
the document. 
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undoubtedly to be located southeast of Salamiya and Homs. A few documents also include Kablul, which we are 
certain lay north of Karkamiš, in the area of the Euphrates. Kablul and its fortresses came under the hegemony of 
Ebla (Abarsal Treaty, ARET XIII 5 $ 2; Archi 1989: 13). 

[his list obliges us to seek Armi beyond the extensive region lying between the latitude of Ursaum-Harran and 
that of modern-day Homs. 


2. Armi in the Documentation of Minister Arrukum 


No documents from the period of Irkab-damu can be ascribed precisely to any of his regnal years. We can only 
attribute the documents (those containing some prosopographic data) to either the five years of minister Arrukum 
or roughly to the six preceding years. For this reason, it is best to examine the documents according to their emic 
classification. 


2.1 The Monthly Accounts of Textiles 


There are sixty-three Monthly Accounts Concerning the Distribution of Textiles |[MATS], sixty of which have been 
published by E Pomponio in ARET XV. These cover almost five complete years, that is the years forty to thirty-six 
before the destruction of Ebla, but cannot be ordered chronologically. Every two months, at least, a messenger 
from Armi(um) travelled to Ebla, or vice versa. Armi(um), therefore, was located in an area of great interest to 
Ebla. 

The data contained in these documents show how Ebla was attempting, at that time, to consolidate its northern 
and northeastern borders. Since this is the earliest period systematically documented on a monthly basis, the most 
relevant passages concerning Armi are given here: 

1) ARET II 14 $ 35: Ar-mi* hi-mu-tüm nig-kas, si-in A-da-bi-ig “(garments to someone from) A. to be 
delivered (for) the military expedition against the town of Adabig" (Adabig was inside the horizon of Alalakh, 
ARES II: 96; Bonechi 1993: 17). 

2) ARET IV 16 $ 65: 1 gold plate of 40 shekels to Bar-i who went to A. (DU Ar-mi*); § 48: Enna-i(l), the mes- 
senger who went with PN, and PN, to A. (En-na-i ma-za-lum DU as-ti PN, PN, Ar-mi*). 

3) ARET IV 17 $ 40: Enna-malik brought the news that the king (of A. / Ebla?) arriving from A. (en mi-nu Ar- 
mi“ ba,-ti); $ 45: a man of A. resided in Dulu, gurus Ar-mi“ tus Du-lu*; $ 47: someone of A. who went to Da- 
ga-na-am* and Sa-bar-tum* (in the Habur region); $ 61: someone of A. who went with a man (guru$) of Mari. 

4) ARET XV 5 $ 16: someone from A. who brought the news of the conquest of (TUMxSAL) Dar-áb*; § 22: 
someone from A. who came up from (e,, áš-ti) Mari; $ 36: wool for the sessel (GIS-u&til) of the king of A. (simi- 
larly XV 15 $31). 

5) ARET XV 6 §§ 1-4: Ha-zu-wa-an“ Ar-mi* Ur-sa-um“ I-bu, -bu*; $8 34-37: Ar-mi-um? Ha-zu-wa-an“ Kak- 
mi-um"; $ 48: someone from Darib who went with someone from A. (Da-rí-íb* DU as-ti Ar-mi*) to Nagar. 

6) ARET XV 8 $$ 3-5: the delegation from A. to Ebla consisted of Hursana (who received 1 plate of 470 g. of 
gold), Sumiau (1 plate of 313 g. of gold), his wife and a messenger (ma-za-lum); $$ 1-9: Abarsal, NIrar, A., Bali, 
Hassuwan, Abarsal. 

7) ARET XV 10 $ 42: someone of Dar-ha-ti* who brought the news that the king of A. was present (en Ar-mi“ 
i-ti); $ 77: Abulu of A. because he has to deliver for the military expedition of A. (níg-kas,-kas, Ar-mi"); $ 78: 
ugula Dar-ha-ti“ (D. was a town close to A.). 

8) ARET XV 16 $ 23: gift for the news that the city of Kakmium the king ... the battle(!?) of A. (en igi-du, 
me Ar-mi*),. 
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9) ARET XV 17$ 1: Alalaia of A.; $$5-10: Itium ugula sur -BAR.AN - ur, - Hursana - en A. -]...- someone 
from A. $ 15: garments, 1 gold plate of 470 g. for Hamarasda from A. ... his brother ($e$-sü) ... his representa- 
tive (maSkim-sü), 26 garments for his representatives (maskim-maSkim-sü), 2 garments for two of his wives 
(dam); $$ 28-32: Ulama from A., someone from A. who went to the cities of Naša, Gagaban, Sanabzugum (Gaga- 
ban was in the region of Nagar, Sanabzugum between the Euphrates and Harran); a messenger who went with 
someone from A.; 1030 garments, gift for the king of. A., 1 plate of 1 mina of gold and jewels of 470 g. of silver for 
Hursana on the occasion of his presence with the couriers (kas,-kas,) by the king (of Ebla); $ 37: Umu from A. 

10) ARET XV 18 $ 16: 2 men from A. who went to Dulu (2 gurus A. DU Du-lu*); $ 19: someone from Nagar 
who went to A.; $ 20: Iti-Rasap, a messenger, who went with ISar from A. 

11) ARET XV 21 $ 26: Hamarasda from A.; $ 52: for the news that Hassuwan went to A. to capture it (DU A. 
Su-du,); $ 60: Hassuwan captured (Su-du,) A. 

12) ARET XV 25 $ 33: 1 gold plate of 313 g. for Murilu of A. who brought the news that the town of Sarabik 
was captured. 

13) ARET XV 26 $ 15: 1 gold plate of 392 g. and jewels of 1 mina of silver for Lawu'u of A.; garments for the 
man who stays on his chariot, his wife and his maSkim; $ 30: 3 men from Mari, 2 men from Abarsal, 2 men from 
Darab, 6 men from Hassuwan, 1 man from Ibubu to be brought to A. 

14) ARET XV 27 $ 11: a man from A. who went to Sabartinilutum (probably to connect with Sabartum in the 
region of Nagar); $ 43: Awaru from A. who went to Mari. 

15) ARET XV 28 §§ 14-15: Hamarasda [from A.]; a messenger from A. who went to Mari (ma-za-lum A. DU 
M.); $ 19: someone from A. who went to Abarsal; $$ 31 and 52: a mas$kim of Hamarsda from A.; $ 35: someone 
from A., brother of the chief of the couriers (kas,-kas,); $ 57: Hamarasda from A.; $ 82: someone from A. for the 
defeat of Hassuwan (TIL H.). 

16) ARET XV 29 $ 1: 1 plate of 313 shekels of gold to AdarNElu; garments for his maskim (from A.). 

17) ARET XV 31 $ 48: 1 belt of 1 mina of gold, 1 gold plate of 1 mina, 1 dagger decorated with gold, 1 dish of 
13 shekels of gold: gift for the king of A. 

18) ARET XV 41 $ 44: 3 messengers (ma-za-lum) from A.; $ 73: Bumalia of A-si-ar-ru, H who went to A.; $ 79: 
Bari who went to A. Ihe document registers intense relations with Hassuwan; $ 40: defeat (til-til) of Abarsal. 

19) ARET XV 42 $ 53: someone from A. and his maSkim; $ 79: someone from A.: the cupbearer; $ 106: 
someone from A. 

20) ARET XV 43 § 62: a representative ... from A.; $ 70: Enna-i(l) messenger (ma-za-lum) of A. 

21) ARET XV 44 $ 10: 1 plate of 1 mina of gold to someone from A. who brought the news of the conquest 
(TUMxSAL) of Abarsal, his maSkim; $ 11: someone from A. who brought a bow (GIS-pan) for the minister 
Arrukum; $ 12: someone from A.; $ 13: someone from A. who delivered (something from) Abarsal (mu-tüm A- 
bar-sal,"); $ 14: Guli, the chief of the pairs of mules (ugula sur, BAR AN who went to A., his (two) ma&kim; 
§ 15: Bari (who went to A.); $ 16: Enna-i(l) messenger (ma-za-um) (of A.); $ 17: someone from A. because he 
brought ...; $ 18: 1 gold plate of 392 g. for Lawu'u and his maskim from A., for bringing a sessel (GIS-$udul), 
vinegar and malt. 

22) ARET XV 45 $ 6: Adar-NElu, his maSkim, his wife, from A.; $ 74: Ir-i-ba Am -MÁH A. 

23) ARET XV 46 § 35: I$ma-gardu the carpenter (nagar) from A.; $ 57: the representative (maskim) of Dubi 
who brought the news that A. was defeated (til); (on this defeat of A., see the commentary to TM.75.G.2029, 
below, 2.3. no 15). 

24) ARET XV 47 $ 49: NEhadu, his maskim from A.; $ 52: the chief of the pairs of mules of minister Arrukum 
who went to A. 

25) ARET XV 49 § 57: someone who brought a fugitive from A.; $ 102: a cook (muhaldim) from A. 

26) ARET XV 50 $6: [...] NI the chief ofthe men (ugula gurus-guruS) from A.; $ 54: 2 people present from 
Nagar; $ 55: someone from Nagar who brought a fugitive; $ 67: 2 people from A. who went to Nagar. 
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27) ARET XV 51 $ 22: someone from A. who was a courier (u,) to/of the town of 'À-ma^ (north of Karkamii); 
$ 29: someone from A. who ME-sig the boxwood which I$dama has received; $ 30: the representative-messengers 
(e-gi,-maSkim) from A. who were couriers (u,) to/of 'À-ma", who brought boxwood. 

28) ARET XV 52 $ 6: two people from A., their messenger. 

29) ARET XV 53 § 45: the attendant (pa,-šeš) of the son of the king of A.; § 56: [...] the king of A. [...]; $ 62: 
the spouse of Arrada from A.; $ 64: the chief of the pair of mules of the king of A.; $ 67: Dudarau from A. when 
[PN] went to A. 

30) ARET XV 54 $8: [...] 2 girls and 1 boy present from A. 

31) ARET XV 56 $$ 6-7: Iram-gamal and Iram-damu who went to A.; $ 16: Ibduru who went to A.; $ 20: |... 
brought] the news that Kakmium defeated A. (níg- mul Kak-mi-um“ Ar-mi-um™ til-til); $ 33: Au and Ibdur- 
isar who went to A.; $ 62: Ibdur-il and ISma-gardu who brought 940 g. of tin from A.; $ 64: Ibduru, the messenger 
(ma-za-um), who went to A. 

32) ARET XV 58 §§ 1-2: 1 plate of 1 mina of gold for Kun-tidu (king of Armi?), garments to a messenger from 
A., when he brought the heads of the king of SuNEdu and of the king of Zamarum; $ 31: someone of A. who was 
courier (u,) to/of 'À-ma*; $ 45: Ana and Lagab went to A.; $ 59: a representative-messenger (e-gi,:maskim) 
from A. (who was also) courier (u,) of/to ’A-ma™, his messenger. 

[he delivery of the heads of the kings of SuNEdu and Zamarum to Ebla, and the gifts for Kun-tidu (perhaps the 
king of Armi in this period) is recorded also in TM.75.G.1902 (= MEE X 27)(+) rev. III 6-IV 4 (see below, 2.3 no 
18) and in TM.76.G.689: “1 plate of 235 g. of gold: gift (for) Kun-tidu of. A. on the occasion of the consignment of 
the head (sag $u- mu-tag,) of the king of SiNEdu and of the head of the king of Zamarum.” 


2.2 mu-tüm Documents 


[he mu-tüm documents (ARET XIV) register deliveries to the central administration from several officials 
and centers belonging to the kingdom and also from certain independent city-states. Of these, Mari is the most 
frequently mentioned (7 texts); the others are: Abarsal (3), Armi (4), Dub (3), Gudadanum (4), Hassuwan (1), 
Iritum (1), Kablul (5), Kakmium (1), NIrar (2), Ursaum (2). 


2.3 Documents Concerning Precious Objects 


Four texts can be considered as Annual Accounts of the Distribution of Metals (AAMs) for the period of the 
minister Arrukum (some with lengthy lacunae), although the typology of this kind of document had not yet been 
definitively established. Three of these mention Armi(um). 

1) TM.75.G.1872 rev. XIV 19-XV 4: 78 g. of silver: gift for Iramu who went to A. 

2) TM.75.G.10001 obv. VII 1'-3* [...] 5 mantels zara, -TUG for the king of A. 

3) TM.77.G.730 obv. VIII 9-15: 940 g. of gold: property of the daughter of the king who went to/for A. (ZA. 
dumu-munus en DU is A.; this might have been the dowry of an Eblaite princess who went as a bride to Armi); 
rev. III 13-IV 4: 235 g. of silver: travel provisions for IS-damu who went to A. 

Many other documents, mostly from the time of minister Arrukum, testify to remarkably intense relations 
between Ebla and Armi during the reign of Irkab-damu, which had begun under his predecessor, Igris-Halab. 
None of this information is included in the three AAMs mentioned above. 

4) ARET XIV 4, the earliest document as it is dated to king Igris-Halab (thus, at least seven years before Ar- 
rukum became minister), registers a total of 8,000 (lance) heads + 1,012 blades/head (of goads) for mules (GIS- 


3. These passages are discussed in Archi 1998b: 389-90. 
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gu-kak-gíd Sub BAR.AN-BAR.AN). 120 of these goads, for a total weight of 40 minas of bronze (18.80 kg), 
came from Armium, $ 7. 

Some passages record goods for individuals going to, or arriving from Armi. 

5) TM.75.G.1353 rev. I 1-II 7: 3.36 ma-na kü-gi 3:25 ma-na kü-babbar níg-ba-sü DU Ar-mi-um“ En- 
na-il Ib-dur-i-Sar Ir-am -ga-ma-al $u-ba,-ti 1,05 ma-na kü-babbar 50 ma-na urudu lú níg-sa,, udu- 
udu nig-kaskal-su “1692 g. of gold and 1606 g. of silver: their gift (for) going to A.; Enna-il, Ibdur-isar (and) 
Iram-gamal have received. 509 g. of silver, 23;5 kg. of copper which is the value of sheep: their travel provisions" 
(Alberti 1981: 41). This very rich "gift" was given to the Eblaite messengers who went to Armium. 

6) TM.75.G.1379 rev. VII 15- VIII 2: 100 g. of silver to ISma-NEdu and Irib-gar who went to A.; XIII 7-12: 235 
g. of silver as travel provision for ISar son of Gubara who went to A. 

7) TM.75.G.1406 obv. VI 10- VII 2: goods] for A.: travel (kaskal) of the minister Arrukum; rev. X 5-9 (colo- 
phon): bronze, copper, tin as travel provisions for a trip to A. and as gifts to the gods. 

8) TM.75.G.1413 obv. IX 6-10: 940 g. of silver (for?) 1 gold plate of 235 g. for NIzaran of A. 

9) TM.75.G.1540(+) obv. VII 5-8: 1802 g. of gold for 4 plates: gift for A. 

10) MEE X (TM.75.G.1796) 4 obv. VI 3-5: gold and silver] for decorating the chariot of the king of A. 

11) TM.75.G.1915 obv. IV 8-13: 1214 g. of copper: buckles of reins for 4 merchants (dam -gàr) of A. who went 
to Mari. 

12) TM.75.G.1928 obv. I 1-II 7: 885 - 548 - 783 g. of silver: buckles of reins for 3 travels (kaskal) to A. In the 
following sections, gifts for the queen of Ibubu; gifts for the kings of Kakmium and Hassuwan. 

The following document registers a notable quantity of gold and silver delivered by Armi on an undefined 
Occasion. 

13) TM.75.G.2596 obv. V 5-VI 4: AN.SE.GU 54,03 ma-na kü-gi 168;45 ma-na kü-babbar lá Ar-mi* 
in-na-sum inud šu mu-nígin SA.ZA*... (rev. 11-7) 10 gin kà-gi 1 dib Nu-ba-an“ maskim Sa-li-im 
TUS.LÜXTIL in A. “Total: 25.40 kg. of gold, 79.21 kg. of silver which A. has given on the occasion of the return to 
the palace (of Ebla). 78 g. of gold (for) 1 plate (for someone) from Nuban representative of Salim, resident in A^ 

A defeat suffered by Armi is announced by four messengers from this city (see above, 2.1 nos. 23, 31); this is 
followed by news of the defeat of Abarsal (see above 2.1 nos. 18 and 21). 

14) TM.75.G.2029 obv. I 1-IV 1: (garments) 1 (gold) plate of 70 g.: Arrada ... his representative (mas kim -sz); 
(garments) 1 (gold) plate of 313 g.: "Haranau ... his representative of Armi, who brought the news of the defeat of 
Armi" (níg- mul til Ar-mi*); (rev. II 2-3: níg- mul til A-bar-sal“). 

Gifts were exchanged between the kings of the two cities and between the two royal families. 

15) TM.75.G.2599 rev. IV 1- V 3: níg- ba en lú en Ar-mi-um" in-na-sum in ud kas,-kas, Dar-ab“ [...] 
A-bar-sal į Ma-rí? “(several garments and some jewels,) gift (for) the king (of Ebla) which the king of Armium has 
given, on the occasion of the messengers of the cities of Darab, [X], Abarsal (and) Mari.” 

16) Some officials (Imur-lim, Dubi-zikir, Ibduru, Bumau) brought to Armi the following gifts (níg-ba). For 
the king of Armi: 2+2 garments, 1 belt decorated with 470 g. of gold, 1 gold plate of 470 g., 1 axe (GIS-silig) of 117 
g. of gold, 1 dagger decorated with gold; for the queen: 2 garments and 2 toggle-pins of 78 g. of gold; for the king's 
daughters: 2 buckles and 2 toggle-pins of 157 g. of gold; 3-343 garments for the king's sons; 1 set of garments, 1 
belt of 470 g. of gold, 1 gold plate [of x g.], 1 dagger decorated with gold for Sa-ma-an (for) níg-ág of the king of 
Armi. 

17) TM.75.G.1902 (ARET X 27)(+) registers two deliveries of "gifts, níg-ba, to the royal family of Armi. The 
first one was consigned by Sagdamu and DurduLUM: 1 belt, 1 plate and harness for a total of 1566 g. of gold for 
the king of Armi; 2 bracelet of 313 g. of gold; harness of 626 g. of gold for Sar-da-da (for) nig-äg en Ar-mi. The 
second delivery was brought to Mari by the minister Arrukum himself: about the same gift for the king; jewels for 
the queen weighing 548 g. of gold; 4 bracelet, 1 buckle, 2 toggle-pins for 491 g. of gold; harness and objects for the 
chariot for Sar-da-da (for) níg-ág en Ar-mi*. Imur-lim and Bumau (see the preceding text, no 17) brought 1 gold 
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plate of 470 g. for Sa-ma-an (for) nig-äg en Ar-mi".* It follows the gifts for Kun-tidu of Armi for having delivered 
to Ebla the heads of the kings of SuNEdu and Zamarum to Ebla (see 2.1 no 32). 


2.4 Considerations 


[he list of the cities that delivered goods (mu-tüm; 2.2) shows that, in this period, Ebla conducted political 
relations with Mari, with Armi, and with cities lying to the north and northeast, probably so as to re-establish 
alliances following the defeat of Abarsal. Armi is usually linked to cities like Hassuwan and Ursaum, which must 
have been situated not far from the modern border between Syria and Turkey: 

Hassuwan - Armi - Ursaum - Ibubu (2.1. no 5) 

Nlrar - Armi - Hassuwan - Abarsal (2.1. no 6) 

Hassuwan - Armi (2.1. nos 11, 15) 

Abarsal - Darab - Hassuwan - Ibubu - Armi (2.1 no 13) 

Armi - Ibubu - Kakmium - Hassuwan (2.3. no. 12) 

It is impossible to determine the location of Ibubu, NIrar or Kakmium. Both the Treaty with Abarsal, ARET 
XIII 4 (39) and a letter of a king of Manuwat, ARET XIII 10 (10), list the sequence: Kakmium - Hassuwan - Nlrar, 
which must relate to an area not far from the Euphrates. Armi must have been further towards the edges of the 
area occupied by these three cities. 

It has been proposed that Hassuwan is to be identified with Tilbeshar (south of Gaziantep, on the latitude of 
Karkamis), a tell presenting the typical morphology of a great Middle Bronze Age city (Archi 2008a). Ursaum lay 
immediately to the north, at Gaziantep, or in the area between this city and the Euphrates. Kablul and Gudadanum 
are mentioned at the start of the Treaty with Abarsal, before Karkamis. Since Karkamis was already under Eblas 
dominion, whereas Kablul and Gudadanum were ruled by a king until the last days of Ebla, these two cities must 
have been further away. Abarsal lay beyond the Euphrates (Tell Chuera?). Iritum was on the road from Karkamis 
towards Harran. NIrar is mentioned before Kakmium in the lists discussed above (§ 1). The territory of Kakmium 
bordered on that of Armi, since two texts mention military conflicts between the two cities (2.1. nos. 8, 31). Kak- 
mium cannot have been far from the territory of Hassuwan: ARET XV 57 $ 18 records the news that a man from 
Kakmium had killed someone from Hassuwan: níg- mul K. gurus H. úš. A location to the north for Kakmium 
is suggested also by a passage in the Treaty with Abarsal, ARET XIII 5 $ 39: “(If) the cities of Kakmium, Hassuwan, 
and Nlrar enter into alliance (with Ebla) ...” 

In terms of the geographical position of Armi, it is relevant that this citys couriers reached Hama (2.1 nos. 27, 
32), at the centre of a system of fortified villages (bad“ / uru*), and thus in an area bordering on the kingdom of 
Ebla. 

Armi had frequent relations with Mari (2.1. nos. 4, 13, 14, 15; 2.3. nos. 11, 15), with the region of the Upper 
Habur under the control of Nagar (Tell Brak), (2.1 nos. 5, 9, 10, 14, 26),° and with Abarsal (Tell Chuera’), which 
had already been defeated by Ebla before the period of the minister Arrukum (2.1. nos. 6, 13, 15, 18, 21; 2.3 15). 
Since the administrative documents of Ebla mention these exchanges of messengers so frequently, it is clear that 
Armi played a dominant role in its region. 


4. Saman (also in text no 17) and Sardada are mentioned in connection with nig-äg, a term that has to express the 
occasion for the gifts sent to Armi (Archi 2000). ARET VII 79 $ 15 present the variant §a-ag: "harness (for) the pair of mules 
of the king of Armi (for) his š. ($à-ág - sù)? 

5. ARES II: 130-31 (10 - 14, see respectively MEE II 32 obv. VI 13-15 and ARET III 236 VIII). Another group of fortresses 
was under the control of Luatum (mentioned also in the Treaty with Abarsal), north, northeast(?) of Karkamis, ARES II: 334 
(the document is TM.75.G.1975). 

6. See also TM.75.G.10094 obv. III 3-rev. I 1: U-zi Na-gär“ e,, in Ar-mi* “Uzi of Nagar went up to Armi? 
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[he exchange of messengers between Ebla and Armi was extremely frequent, at least once every two months, 
according to the preserved documentation. The heads of the Armi delegation received the kind of gifts that the 
administration gave to individuals of particularly high rank: 1 plate of gold of 1 mina, or 50 - 40 - 30 shekels (470 
- 392 - 313 - 235 g.): 2.1 nos. 6, 9, 12, 13, 16, 21; 2.3 nos. 8, 9, 14. The relationship between the cities was almost 
that of equals. On one occasion Armi delivered the notable amount of 25.40 kg. of gold and 79.21 kg. of silver (2.3 
no. 13). Ebla itself sent precious gifts to the king of Armi (2.1 nos. 17, 29, 32) and his family (2.3 nos. 16, 17). It is 
not certain whether the military defeat of Armi recorded in 2.1. no 23 (?) and 2.3 no 14, was at the hands of Ebla. 


3. Armi in the Documents of the Eighteen Years of Minister Ibrium 


Frequent relations between Ebla and Armi continued in the period of Ibrium. However, no particularly impor- 
tant events are recorded and the gifts exchanged were modest. 


3.1 Ihe mu-tum Documents 


[he yearly mu-tüm documents of the minister Ibrium include a section relating to deliveries from cities 
under Eblas control and from friendly city-states (listed in ARET XIV). The number of such city-states gradually 
increased and Eblas hegemony expanded. ARET XIV 60 (Ibr. 8) lists: Dub, Ibubu, Iritum and Kablul; ARET XIV 
64 (Ibr. 12): Dub, Dulu, Harran, Ibubu, Kablul (en / ugula), Sanapzugum, Utig; ARET XIV 70 (Ibr. 18): Dub, 
Harran, Ibubu, Iritum, Kablul, Sanapzugum, Utig. Some of the cities that recur with certain regularity lay roughly 
along the current Syrian- Turkish border, as far as the Balih (Iritum, Sanapzugum, Harran). Gudadanum appears 
in two documents, and Emar and Tuttul, further south along the Euphrates, only in one text each. Abarsal had, by 
then, become a minor center. 

Ursaum appears only once, in the last document (ARET XIV 71, Ibr. 19) while Armi is mentioned in those of 
the first two years. Clearly, these two cities were not in the region over which Ebla exercised hegemony. ARET XIV 
54 (Ibr. 1) is dated to the year in which Irkab-damu died; $31: 1 ma-na kü-babbar en Ar-mi“lü en Ha-ma-za- 
a“ $u-mu- "tag," wal-na-sum-sü níg-ba Is-ma-gar-du maskim-e-gi, en Ib-la“ “470 g. of silver of the king 
of A. which the king of Hamazi has handed over and is his giving (as) a gift to PN, the representative-messenger, 
(for) the king of Ebla’. ARET XIV 55 (Ibr. 2) $$ 6, 11, 15-17: silver, garments mu-tüm PN tug-tug hi-gar Ar- 
mi“ “garments to bring(?) (to) A”. 

Armi, therefore, was capable of maintaining political relations with Hamazi, an important state east of the 
Tigris. According to the first passage, which is admittedly difficult to interpret, a messenger from Armi was given 
the task of bringing a gift to Ebla from the king of Hamazi. Just a few years earlier, the king Irkab-damu had sent a 
letter to Zizi, king of Hamazi (ARET XIII 3). 


3.2 The Annuals Accounts of Metals 


The eighteen AAMs from the time of Ibrium do not record any particularly important events in relations 
between the two cities. 

1) TM.76.G.672(+) (AAM Ibr. 1) obv. V 16-19: Irkab-ar went to A.; VI 14- VII 3: NaNE from Nagar received 
157 g. of silver as travel provisions (nig-kaskal because he went to A. NaNE was an official of Nagar in charge of 
the relations with Ebla, which he reached several times during the first seven years of Ibrium. This time the Eblaite 
administration entrusted him with a mission to A. According to the following lines (VII 4-9), Puzurra-agu of Ebla 
received provisions because he went to Nagar. 
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2) TM.75.G.10077(+) (AAM Ibr. 2) obv. XIII 11-15: Ada$, the messenger (ma-za-lum), went to A.; rev. VIII 
5-15: Nizima-il went to Nagar, [PN] and a messenger (ma-za-lum) went to A. 

3) TM.75.G.2464 (AAM Ibr. 3) obv. IV 1-21: Iram-malik went to Nagar and seven other town belonging to 
Nagar; V 9-13: Ada$ went to A.; IX 18-IX 2: Airra, A-KA-bu-lu of the town of Utig and A-KA went to A.; XV 2-8: 
Airra and A-KA-bu-lu, representatives of Hara-il, went to A.; rev. II 3-6: Zagar of the town of Adarkizu went to A.; 
IV 9-11: someone of the town of HAR-zar-du“ went to A. 

4) TM.75.G.3481(+) (AAM Ibr. 6) obv. II 14-17: PN] went to A. being representative(s) of Hara-i(l); rev. II 
12-15: Dubi of I$da-ma who resided (lá -tu$-LUXxTIL) in A.; III 2’-6’: Enar-lim, son of Dubi-$um of the town of 
Abad of A.; IV 1-3: (someone) of the town of Buratin who resided in A. 

5) TM.75.G.1904 (AAM Ibr. 7) obv. XIV 12-XV 4: Tesna and Warutum of Mari; Enna-BAD of the town of 
Zuti, representative of Dubi, who went to A. gift to someone from Nagar; gift to someone from Gagaban (of the 
region of Nagar); XV 19-v. I 5: Ilra-BAD representative of NIbarum who went to A.; Ibgitum of Mari who brought 
the news that Nagar was destroyed (til); someone of the town of Adabig who was present coming from A. gift to 
Isgaum of Mari; gift to Te$na and Warutum of Mari. 

6) TM.75.G.10148 (AAM Ibr. 8) rev. VIII 6-8: someone of the town of Kablul who went to A. 

7) TM.75.2465 (AAM Ibr. 16) obv. VIII 17-21: NEis-dar of the town of Kablul who went to A. 

8) TM.75.G.1923 (AAM Ibr. 18) rev. X 3-7: Bugallu of the town of Bazimu who went to A. 


In one passage, text no. 3 records a mission to Nagar and one to Armi. In no. 5, Armi appears in a section that 
is preceded by a mention of Nagar and followed by one referring to Mari. Rather than indicating a geographical 
position, this information would seem to suggest that the political weight of Armi was comparable to that of these 
two great cities. 

At the start of this ministers period, there was a war against Mari (Ibr. 2-3; Archi and Biga 2003: 10-11). Later, 
Ibrium led a number of military expeditions in the northern regions against: Gudadanum (Ibr. 8), Manuwat (Ibr. 
9), Kakmium (Ibr. 11 and 14) and Halsum (Ibr. 13) (Gudadanum and Halsum belonged to the “badalum-region’). 
The fragmentary document ARET III 737 obv. V 5-8 alludes to a military campaign led by Ibrium in cooperation 
with Armi, rather than a battle against this city: níg- mul Ib-rí-um mé Ar-mi^ DU.DU “who brought the news 
that Ibrium went (to) the battle of A.” (see also VI 11-13: níg- mul Ib-rí-um me DU.DU). This event fell probably 
in the thirteenth year, when the minister led an expedition against Sidarin, according to the annual document 
TM.75.G.2365. According to ARET XIII 9 $$ 46-47 183, Armi took part in this expedition. In Ibr. 16, Ebla fought 
against Zahiran, in the Euphrates valley, a city that the Letter of Enna-Dagan connects with Abarsal, ARET XIII 4 
(10). The last year of Ibrium saw a war against Mari, starting from Tuttul, TM.75.G.1923(+) (Ibr. 18) obv. II 8-10: 
kaskal níg-kas, Du-du-lu^; XIII 4-7: in níg-kas, Ma-ri“ (Archi and Biga 2003: 12). Armi, in general, remai- 
ned outside the area of Ibriums military activities. 


4. Armi in the Documents of the Seventeen Years of Minister Ibbi-zikir (I.Z.) 


4.1 The First Thirteen Years 


There was an increase in warfare under Ibbi-zikir compared to the period of Ibrium. The relations between Ebla 
and Armi are outlined by the AAMs, together with information that can be gleaned from other documents. The 
yearly mu-tüm documents are one year behind with respect to the AAMs, probably because they were drawn up 
in different periods of the same year; that is, the data in AAM LZ. 3 corresponds to that found in the mu-tüm 
text I.Z. 4. 


7. The king of Manuwat is mentioned in the yearly mu-tüm texts only for the year 1 and 10 of Ibrium. 
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Ist year. In the last year of Ibrium, a certain Bu-gal-lu from the city of Bazimu received the usual travel provi- 
sions (nig-kaskal) of 157 g. of silver for a trip to A. The AAM of the Ist year of minister Ibbi-zikir records the 
delivery of 157 shekels of silver for Ma-gal of Bazimu who went to A., MEE X 20 (TM.75.G.1860, AAM I.Z. 1) obv. 
XV 5-11. The location of Bazimu is not known. 

2nd year. TM.75.G.2462 (AAM I.Z. 2) obv. VIII 20-25 registers 470 g. of silver for an undefined number of 
people from Kablul who travelled to A. The Ebla administration sometimes gave travel provisions to individuals 
from foreign cities travelling to other destinations. 

3rd year. TM.75.G.10088(+) (AAM LZ. 3) obv. XVII 7-18 registers 908 g. of tin and 66;18 kg minas of copper 
for a delivery of axes (gín) and hammers or chisels (dub-nagar) for carpenters (nagar) from A., who were 
resident in A[-...]. Among the messengers sent to A., there were Adaë and Miga-i(l), who travelled with AbaKA 
(respectively rev. VI 15-20 and XII 3-12). The mu-tum text ARET XIV 80 (I.Z. 4) registers in $$ 30 and 32 the 
gifts which they received in A. Large sections of this AAM relate to the war against Bagara, a town that is otherwise 
very rarely mentioned. It would appear, therefore, that this war was directed by Ebla against a peripheral region. 

Associated with the war against Bagara is the (unexpected) war against Armi. The MAT TM.75.G.2435(+) nar- 
rates that the minister had returned from the expedition against Bagara (rev. V 3-8: in ud i-ti I-bí-zi-kir mi-nu 
níg-kas, Ba-ga-ra^), and from one against A. (VI 8-12: I-bi-zi-kir mi-nu níg-kas, Ar-mi“). It is probable that 
Bagara and Armi were located in roughly the same region. 

4th year. Already in the previous year, a certain Guti had been sent to A. (TM.75.G.10088(+) rev. XV 7-10: 
Gu -ti DU.DU si-in A.). In the year of the peace agreement, Guti went back to A. for the second time, accompanied 
on his return journey by Mimiadu. In Ebla the latter received 1 gold plate of 313 g. (TM.75.G.10201, AAM LZ. 4, 
obv. IV 4-21). Mimiadu returned to Ebla shortly afterwards, accompanied by ENamu (VI 25-31). Bamiadu and 
Mimiadu swore terms of peace at Ebla: “1 plate of 392 g. of gold (for) Bamiadu (and) 1 plate of 313 g. of gold (for) 
Mimiadu of A., that of (his) going (to) the oil offering (and) 8 g. of silver (for) his swearing (in) the temple of Kura” 
(se DU.DU nídba i-gis 1 gin kü-babbar nam-kud-su é *Ku-ra; obv. VIII 1-17). Guti (with Eramu) retur- 
ned once again to A. (obv. XXVII 5-9). Guti received 1 ti-gi-na of 705 g. of gold in connection with "the expedition 
(against) A. (nig-kas, Ar-mi")" at Hardagum; he received another ti-gi-na of gold of 627 g. at A.: these gifts are 
registered in the mu-tüm texts LZ. 5, ARET XIV 81 $$ 52 and 55. Other officials from A. were present at Ebla: 
Isbudu messenger of Mimiadu; further, NImirna, Aliluwada and Babau on their way back from an expedition 
(nig-kas,) of A. against Darhadu (TM.75.G.10201 rev. IV 16-33).* Darhadu, a city which is rarely mentioned, 
must therefore have been close to A. 

That year, A. participated symbolically in the annual renewal of the silver mask of Kura (Archi 2005b: 81-82), 
in whose temple the peace with Ebla was sealed: “[470 g. of silver (for) the god Kura,] (for) his head; 16 g. of silver 
(from) A. (for) the god Kura; 8 g. of silver (for) the head of silver (from) A. (for) the god Hadda” (TM.75.G.10201 
obv. I 1-11). This recognition was of great importance, never being given to any other city.? 

5th year. The peace with Armi, achieved following a military confrontation, was consolidated by stable and 
friendly relations. The frequent exchange of messengers and gifts, comparable only by those exchanged with Mari, 
marked the importance of this alliance. The end of the previous year had seen the journey of I3gi-bair and Na- 
zumu to A. (TM.75.G.10201 rev. XIV 17-27). The 5th year registers three journeys by messengers to A. ISgi-bair, 
Nazumu (both mentioned also in the preceding document) and ENaum together with Wabarum, his messenger 
(ma-za-lum) took part in the first of these journeys (AAM LZ. 5, TM.75.G.1918 = MEE X 29 obv. V 1-16: kaskal- 
I). They may have been entrusted with the valuable gifts destined for the principal figures at A.: 1 bracelet (gu-li- 


8. The expedition of Armi against Darhadu is mentioned also in ARET I 16 $$ 1-3: (4-444 garments) U-mi-nin-u$-MUSEN Mi-mi-a- 
du A-la-lu; (1+1+1 garments, 1 bracelet of gold and silver) I5,,-gi-bu-du; (3+3+3 garments, 3 bracelets of silver for) NI-mi-ir-na A-la-lu-wa-du 
Ba-ba-ü Ar-mi“ i-ti mi-nu mé Dar-ha-ti“. See also the passage 2.1 no 7. 

9. A fragmentary text, TM.76.G.729, without any indication of date, mentions in obv. II 1-4 an "offering to the Weather-god Hadda (by 
people of) Armi for [...] nídba ®A-da Ar-mi* si-in [...]. 
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lum) of 940 g. of gold for the king; 1 plate of 470 g. of gold for U-mi-nin.uS.MUSEN; 1 plate of 395 g. of gold for 
Bamiadu; 1 plate of 313 g. of gold for Mimiadu; 1 plate of 235 g. of gold for Aralu (V 19-VI 12; cf. the MAT ARET 
IV 6 $ 48). Mimiadu, together with Raizu and Ibgi, the son of Igi (from Ebla?), was at the head of another expedi- 
tion of A. against the town of Darhadu; after the battle (mè), he received another plate of 313 g. of gold (IX 3-21). 
At this point, a second journey (kaskal-II) is registered concerning five people who accompanied Mimiadu back 
to A. (IX 22-38). This is followed by a third journey (kaskal-III) to A. (XX 30-XXI 9). Ü-mi-nin.u$.MUSEN 
and Bamiadu received two more plates of 395 g. of gold each, and Mimiadu one of 313 g. of gold, this time in Azan, 
a secondary Eblaite royal residence (XXIII 19-XXIV 31). Darzimu and Ü-mi-nin.u&.MUSEN (again present, 
i-ti, at Ebla) received a plate of 470 g. of gold each (rev. V 13-21).'? The king (en) of A. returned these gifts with 
substantial goods given to the messengers of Ebla (ISma-damu, Enna-malik, and Dubuhu-malik) who arrived at 
A. together with Mimiadu (XXV 22-30, rev. V 27-35; the value of these gifts, consigned by the messengers to the 
palace, is registered in the mu-tüm text of I.Z. 6, ARET XIV 82 $ 20: 1308 g. of gold, $$ 26, 32, (42). 

6th year. Relations with A. take up most of AAM LZ. 6, TM.75.G.10074. Darzimu and HARhunu from A. 
received two daggers decorated with gold (obv. I 9-12). 960 arrowheads (GIS-ti) of bronze were sent to A. (III 
8-12). The messengers ENamu, I$ma-damu and Nazumu were sent later (XIII 16-23), and again Ati, Nazumu, and 
I$ma-damu (rev. X 17-24). The mu-tüm text of I.Z. 7, ARET XIV 83 (42)-(44), registers the gifts given to them. 
Sarmilu of A. received 1 plate of 313 g. of gold (rev. IX 27-30). The question of boundaries had yet to be finalized. 
[he two states did not border each other directly, see the eighth year, below; similarly, the treaty with Abarsal defi- 
ned Eblas sphere of influence in relation to that of Abarsal. Darzimu and Sarmilu of A. each received a gold plate, 
respectively weighing 470 and 392 g.; ISbudu, their messenger (ma-za-lum), received a bracelet, “for traveling to 
(fix) the boundary stones of the border of Ebla and A.; previous journey,’ DU DU da-ma-ti-is ki-sur Ib-la* wa 
Ar-mi“ kaskal libir-rá (obv. X 11-26)." A second journey then had to be made by Sarmilu and Muria, together 
with ISbudu (XI 1-13). Parallel to this text, we have MAT TM.75.G.1382 obv. 12-1 5: 3 dib 30 (gin) kü-gi Dar- 
zi-mu Sar-mi-lu Mu-ri-a ... Iš-bù-du ma-za-lum in ud [D]U.DU da-ma-ti-is SUR.AS.KI (= ki-sur!) Ib-la8 wa 
Ar-mi*; rev. V 13- VI 1: Dar-zi-mu Sar-mi-lu Mu-rí-a Ar-mi*.? 

In this year Ebla conducted two wars: against IIwum (XI 29-31), a city in the direction of Mari (ARET XIII 13 
$ 6), and Nabu: a small city-state not far from Kakmium (ARES II: 390-391; ARET IV 18 $ 95) and A., because a 
representative (maSkim) of the minister Ibbi-zikir “went to A. in order to hand over the king of Nabu, DU DU 
si-in A. hi-mu-tüm en Na-bü® (TM.75.G.10074 rev. XV 15-20). This event is registered also in TM.75.G.2062 
rev. IV 2-10, showing that Ebla received aid from Armi": 1;20 ma-na ku-gi 2 dib [40] Sar-mi-lu Dar-zi-mu 
Ar-mi* in ud hi-mu-tüm en Na-bu* “626 g. of gold (for) 2 plate of [313 g. (each)] (to) Sarmilu (and) Darzimu 


10. TM.75.G.1890+11556 obv. XII 10-15 registers garments received by Uti for someone from Armi who was representative (maskim) 
of Umi-nin.u$.MUSEN. 

11. On da-ma-ti linked to ki-sur, see Archi 1998a: 23. 

12. TM.75.G.10074 obv. X 21 and XI 11, has the writing ki-sur, attested also in the Lexical Lists, no 141 (MEE IV: 213). 

13. The soldiers of Armi were concentrated at Gizan, TM.75.G.1381 obv. IX 12-X 5: 180 gada-TUG tüg-tüg Ar-mi* al -tuš Gi-za-an" 
mod e si-in níg-kas, Na-bu“ “180 linen clothes (for) garments (for the people) of Armi residing in Gizan, when they went out on a military 
expedition (against) Nabu?” Similarly obv. X 6-XI 4: "(the people) of Armi residing in Gizan received 60+207+206+57+200 garments in Barru 
upon arriving from the expedition (against) Nabu (ds-du i-ti mi-nu níg-kas, Na-bü“)? Also belonging to the 6th year of Ibbi-zikir is the 
following passage, TM.75.G.10074 rev. VII 22-VIII 4: weapons and tools for people of Armi residing at Gizan, 30 gín-gal 60 gín-tur 160 
dub-nagar 50 Sum. Gizan(u) belonged to the fortified settlements depending from Luatum, to the north of Karkamis (ARES II: 244-45). 
ARET I 15 $ 53: “550 KIN-measures of wool (for people from) Armi residing (in) Gizan;” IV 5 $ 22: “200 linen clothes as clothing (for people 
of) Armi residing in Gizan?” ARET IV 25 $ 26 has: “1140 KIN-measures of wool (for) garments (for people from) Armi residing (in) Gizan in 
Hamadu* The writing ’A-ma-du is a mistake for ’A-ma‘, which lay to the north of Karkami$, and was the center of a fortification system to 
the northern boundary of the Eblaite state (see 2.1 no 27). The same mistake is encountered in TM.75.G.10029 obv. VI 4-9: ku Ga-sa™ ... 83 
Ar-mi* ’A-ma-du“ “consumption (for people) of Gasa ... 83 (measure of ... for people) of Armi (at) Hamadu(!)? Gasa was a center of 'À-ma* 
(ARES II: 233)! ’A-ma-du was the correct writing for present Hamath (ARES II: 130-132). 

Other documents attest the presence of people from Armi placed at the border of the Eblaite kingdom, ARET IV 8 $ 27: “1034 KIN- 
measures of wool (for) garments (for people from) Armi residing (in) Aalu? 
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of A. on the occasion of the handover of the king of the town of Nabu "7 In the action against Nabu, Ebla received 
aid from Armi: Darzimu and Sarmilu delivered the king of Nabu to Ebla. 

7th year. TM.75.G.2622, AAM LZ. 7, records also for this year the presence at Ebla of Sarmilu and Darzimu, 
who each received a gold plate weighing 862 g. (obv. XII 32-35, XXI 3-6). The messenger sent to A. was Nazumu 
(VII 10-18). 

8th year. This was the first year of the war against Ibal, which is probably to be located south or southeast 
of Salamiye. Relations with A., as also with Mari and Nagar, were intense. ISma-damu and Nazumu reached A. 
(TM.75.G.2428, AAM LZ. 8, obv. V 3-9). Sarmilu arrived from A. and received 1 gold plate of 392 g. of gold (V 
12-15). Another journey undertaken by Sarmilu, together with Muria (1 gold plate each of, respectively, 392 and 
235 g.) had the aim of defining the borders with the city of Nabu, DU.DU si-in ki-sur Na-bu (XII 27-XIII 2; see 
6th year above). Sarmilu received another gold plate of 470 g. for accompanying I$ma-damu and Nazumu to A. 
where they were to establish definitively which cities came under the hegemony of Ebla, di-kud al, uru“-uru“ 
Ib-la* (XIII 3-13, XXI 36-XXII 1). The gift taken by Sarmilu to Ebla, and those received by the two Eblaite mes- 
sengers are registered in the mu-tum text of LZ. 9, ARET XIV 85 $$ 28-32. When the two messengers, Nazumu 
and I$ma-damu, consigned the gifts from A. at Ebla, they received in exchange, from the central administration, 
470 g. of silver (TM.75.G.2428 obv. VII 19-25). Another messenger (ma-za-lum), Wabarum, reached A. (obv. 
XXVII 24-30). Mimiadu and Salilu received a plate of gold, weighing 313 and 235 g., respectively. 

9th year. War against Zabu, on the edges of the area dominated by Ebla. Relations with A. were intense. I$ma- 
damu and Nazumu made three journeys to A. (TM.75.G.2508, AAM LZ. 9, obv. VII 33-VIII 21; XXIV 27-34 and 
rev. XIII 21-30: VI month; XIV 4-12 and XVII 13-19: IX month). Their presence at A. is also confirmed by the 
mu-tüm of LZ. 10, ARET XIV 86 $$ 27-29. On returning to Ebla, they were accompanied on one occasion by 
Daru-muru (TM.75.G.2508 rev. XIV 2-3) and, on the other, by Dagura(du) who would appear to have brought 
mules to Ebla; for this service they received a gold plate of 313 g. (rev. XXIV 5-12; see also TM.75.G.2418 obv. 
III 5-7). I$ma-damu and Nazumu received from the central administration 470 g. of silver in exchange for gifts 
received in A. that they had delivered (TM.75.G.2508 rev. XXIV 12-21). 

10th year. War against ASdar(lum), location unknown. Mission of Halzaum to A. (TM.75.G.2429, AAM IZ. 
10, obv. I 20-24). Arilu of A. reached Ebla together with Daru-muru and Daguradu (XIV 15-22). Zusa-bir travel- 
led twice to A. (the first time with Adas; XXVIII 16-23, rev. VII 10-15). I$ma-damu travelled to A. with Irig-i(l) 
(XXV 17-23). The mu-tüm text LZ. 11, ARET XIV 87 $$ 27-28, 37-39, registers the gifts brought to Ebla by 
these officials. 

11th year. War against Ibal and Harbatum. Awa from A. received a gold plate of 313 g. (TM.75.G.2507, AAM 
I.Z. 11, obv. XI 14-18), as well as Mulia and Lilu (rev. XX 27-31). I$ma-damu and lrig-i(l) also travelled this year 
to A. (XV 11-16); see, further, the mu-tüm text I.Z. 12, ARET XIV 89 § 26. 

12th year. Continuation of the war against Ibal. The king (en) of A. (mentioned already in TM.76.G.534(+), 
AAM LZ. 12, obv. I 37-4^) came back from a victorious battle against an unmentioned enemy. Mulawadu from 
A., who brought this news, received a gold plate of 313 g. and two earrings, obv. XXIII 1-16: (gifts) Mu-lu-wa-du 
Ar-mi* níg- mul en Ar-mi* mi-nu níg-kas, i-ti, obv. XXIII 2-16 = ARET VIII 534 § 19." Irig-i(l) reached A. 
also this year (XX 1-4); the gift he received was registered in the mu-tüm text LZ. 13, ARET XIV 91 $ 17. This 
document lists also a delivery of 2293 g. of gold from A. to Ebla, $ 16. 


14. TM.75.G.2276 (to be dated also to the 6th year) obv. VIII 5-11 mentions the handover of a head (or a person) by a man of Ebla “in 
(relation to) the military expedition of Armi:” (1+1+1 garments) Na-am -i-giS lú sag $u- mu-tag, in [níg]-kas, Ar-mi“. This event has 
to be related to the campaign against Nabu, when Armi collaborated with Ebla. In obv. 8-14: (1 garment) KU.TU Ar-mi“ $u-du, é Du-bü-hu- 
® À-da $u-ba,-ti; cf. TM.75.G.2274 obv. VI 12- VII 2: (garments) Mi-ga-i ma-za-lum Ur-sá-um* hi-mu-tüm KU.TU-KU.TU Ar-mif si-in 
SA.ZA N. 

15. See ARET VIII 542 (4): “who brought the news of the military expedition of(?) Armi, residing (al,-tu$) in the city of Zaburrum 
(which was) destroyed (til) 
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13th year. War against Ibal. ISma-damu and Amur-lim travelled to A. (TM.75.G.10202, AAM LZ. 13, rev. XV 
21-28). 

The AAMs for the last three years of Ibbi-zikir, consisting of only a few fragments in which Armi is not men- 
tioned, do not enable us to follow his activities during this period. 


4.2 The Confrontation with Mari and the Last War against Armi (Four Years before the Destruction of Ebla) 


These are the years of the great political game Ebla played against Mari. Ebla succeeded in forming an alliance 
with Nagar and Kis, the two regional states bordering on Mari, to the north and south, respectively. Envoys of the 
kings of Nagar and Kish accompanied the Eblaite army on its march under the command of the minister Ibbi-zikir. 
TM.75.G.2277 registers garments sent before the battle as gifts to the kings and elders of the Syrian cities traditio- 
nally allied with Ebla. These are Raak, Burman, [...], [...], Garmu, [...], Ibubu, Utig, Iritum, Kakmium, and NIrar 
(Archi and Biga 2003: 14-15). Mari was defeated at Terqa. Having achieved peace with Mari, Ebla consolidated her 
alliances by means of the marriage of the princess KeSdut to the son of the king of Kis. 

Armi was the only city-state with which Ebla enjoyed frequent diplomatic relations not directly involved in the 
fatal conflict with Mari that, three years later, led to the destruction of Ebla. The complete list of the cities that allied 
themselves openly with Ebla is found in TM.75.G.2335, which registers garments and precious objects sent to the 
allies after the victory. A parallel account, TM.75.G.2426, deals exclusively with objects in precious metals (Archi 
and Biga 2003: 19; 40—44). First listed are the twelve Syrian cities long allied with Ebla that (presumably) assisted 
in some way during the expedition against Mari: NIrar, Raak, Burman, Dub, Emar, Garmu, Lumnan, Ibubu, 
Ursaum, Utik, Kakmium, and Iritum. Each of their kings received a 470 g. golden plate. The badalum-officials of 
Harran, Sanapzugum, Ursaum and Gudadanum follow, together with a man from Nlrar. They each received gold 
plates weighing 392 g. 'Ihe northern limit of the area in which these cities were located was roughly along a line 
from Gaziantep to Urfa, where Ursaum, Kakmium, Iritum Sanapzugum, Gudadanum and Harran were found. 
Some other cities lay in the valley of the Euphrates, such as Emar, probably the southernmost. The two documents 
then cite the representatives of the three great states which had supported Ebla: Haddu, Nagar, and Kis. They each 
received a 313 g. golden plate, as did the representative of Kakmium, a city in the north. Lastly, Nesi, a representa- 
tive of Ibbi-zikir, and Duduwasu from Armi, an ugula of the town of Arhadu each received a golden plate of 235 g. 

[he city-states under Eblas hegemony that annually delivered their tribute were: Dub, Dulu, Harran, Ibubu, 
Iritum, Kablul, Sanapzugum, Ursaum, and Utik (Ursaum had been added to the eight cities of the last documents 
of Ibrium, 3.1). Ebla also succeeded in involving Burman, Garmu, Kakmium, Lumnan, and NlIrar in the campaign 
against Mari. Clearly Armi, which is absent from this list of cities, is to be located beyond the region lying within 
the line Gaziantep-Harran and Emar and, therefore it must have been situated to the north, because the region to 
the south, between Emar and Tuttul on the Balih, was already under the control of Mari. 

It is just after the campaign against Mari that a war against Armi is recorded. Only the data provided by some 
monthly documents enables us to date this event because the three last annual documents (AAMs) of minister 
Ibbi-zikir are very poorly preserved." 

TM.75.G.2426 (quoted above), registering the gifts for the allies in the expedition against Mari, is to be dated 
to the 14th year of Ibbi-zikir, because the AAM of the fourteenth year, TM.75.G.12450, mentions the war against 
Mari and the subsequent conclusion of peace (Archi and Biga 2003: 14). According to TM.75.G.2426, (Ultum- 
huhu) the son of the king of Nagar was present at Ebla, accompanied by Nizi (second in authority after the king 


16. A distribution of spearheads to Nagar, Kish, Ibi/ubu, Ursaum and other cities has been interpreted as a diplomatic action aimed to 
persuade them to participate in the expedition against Mari (Archi 2008b). 

17. These fragments are: TM.75.G.12450 (14th year); TM.75.G.12278(+)15772 (15th or 16th year); TM.75.G.12373 (16th or 15th year), see 
Archi and Biga 2003: 9. In the 17th year was the fall of Ebla. 


18 ALFONSO ARCHI 


of that city) and 7 elders, rev. II 3-15: “1 gold plate of 313 g. (to) the son of the king of Nagar; 1 gold plate of 470 
g. (to) Nizi, the ur, of Nagar; 7 gold plate of 78 g. (to) 7 of its elders.” The prince had to be in Ebla to arrange the 
marriage with the princess Tagri$-damu." 

According to TM.75.G.1249(+), garments were given as a "gift; níg-ba, to the king of Nagar and to "his son;" 
other garments were given to the king of Nagar by the princess Tagri$-damu when the messengers left (kas ,- 
kas, è) (obv. V 15- VI 3). A certain Mar-zam, from Nagar was given the task of transmitting (to Nagar?) Tagris- 
damus consent (KA-a$) to the marriage; he received garments "from the king of Nagar, present at the palace in 
Ebla, coming back from the expedition against Armi" (V 12-VI 20: as-du en Na-gàr" in SA.ZA " $u- ba -ti lu 
gi, mi-nu níg-kas, Ar-mi“) (Biga 1998: 18). This monthly document is for the month preceding the marriage 
of Tagri$-damu to Ultum-huhu, who was undoubtedly the hereditary prince of Nagar.” This was was not only 
between Armi and Nagar: Ebla stood at the head of a large coalition. Eblas involvement is made clear in the first 
part of the document, obv. I 1-II 1: (garments) Ru,,-zi-ma-lik dumu-nita I-bi-zi-kir tu$-LÜXxTIL in Ar-mi* 
(garments) Bu -ma-i ma&kim Ru,,-zi-ma-lik $u-mu-tag, 1 sag tu$-LUXxTIL Ru,,-zi-ma-lik (garments) A- 
bar maskim Ru,,-zi-ma-lik nig-mul Ru,,-zi-ma-lik tuš- LUxTIL "(garments for) Ruzi-malik, the son of (the 
minister) Ibbi-zikir, who resided in A.; (garments to) Buma-i(l), the representative of Ruzi-malik (who) consigned 
1 head (/person to) the residing (?) Ruzi-malik; (garments for) Abar, the representative of Ruzi-malik who brought 
the news that Ruzi-malik was residing (there)”; IV 1-V 7: U-wa-nu Ib-hur-li-im Du-lu® $u-mu-tag, igi-du, 
en là níg-kas, Ar-mi“ ... I-bi-zi-kir A-bu $u- [ba,-]ti ... I-bi-zi-kir I-ti-lum là Ru,,-zu si-in níg-kas, Ar-mi“ 
..-À-mu-ru,,-gá a-mu-sit $u-ba -ti ... I-du-NI-i-du Zu-i-du Da-da I-da-i Kis" lá gi, mi-nu níg-kas, Ar-mi* 
"(garments to) Uwanu (and) Ibhur-lim of the city of Dulu who have consigned the gift (?) (for) the king, that (for) 
the military expedition (against) A.; (garments to) Ibbi-zikir, Abu has received; (garments for) Ibbi-zikir (and) 
Itilum of Ruzu for the military expedition (against) A.; (garments:) Amurugu, his father, has received; (garments 
for) IduNlidu, Zuidu, Dada, Ida-i(l) of Kiš, who returned from the military expedition (against) A^ It follows 
garments for four people from Kis. 

TM.75.G.10069 refers to this same campaign, because it is again Ruzi-malik, son of the minister Ibbi-zikir, who 
plays an important role in the expedition against Armi: obv. V 5-9: dumu-nita en NI-ra-ar" è in nig-kas, 
Ar-mi* al -tuš Ir-ku-tu*; VI 19-24: Ru, ,-zi-ma-lik lú I-bí-zi-kir là i-ti in níg-kas,; VIII 13-23: Da-zi-ma-at 
maskim I-bi-zi-kir níg- mul Ru ,-zi-ma-lik til Ir-ku-tu* wa Ma-NI-lum Ar-mi? "(garments for) the son of the 
king of NIrar, (who), coming up for the expedition (against) Armi, resided in Irkutu; ... (garments for) Ruzi-malik 
(son) of Ibbi-zikir, who was present for the expedition (against) Armi; ... (garments to) Dazimat, the representa- 
tive of Ibbi-zikir, who brought the news that Ruzi-malik defeated Irkutu and MaNIlum of Armi?” 

The campaign against Armi is also mentioned in TM.75.G.2276 obv. VIII 9-11: in [níg]-kas, Ar-mi“. This 
document also records the death of Tiste-damu (Archi and Biga 2003: 27 note 70), a princess who married in LZ. 


18. In this late period the ratio between gold and silver was 2.5 : 1; not 5: 1, as it was at the beginning of the Ibbi-zikir period. 

19. Kesdut, Tagri$-damuss sister, who had to marry a prince of Kis, was still at Ebla: she is mentioned in rev. IV 3. 

20. The wedding between Ultum-huhu and Tagris-damu is mentioned in the MAT TM.75.G.1250, placed on the shelf beside the tablet 
TM.75.G.1249 (as it is deduced by the inventory numbers) see Biga 1998: 18-20; Archi and Biga 2003: 27, note 70. TM.75.G.1253, which 
mentions again Ruzi-malik in connection with a war against Armi, belonged to the same period, obv. III 13-IV 9: (1+1 garment) 'À-da-3[u] 
U-t[i] se Ru,,-zi-ma-lik wa-su i-ti in níg-kas, Ar-mi“. 

21. See, further, TM.75.G.2453 obv. II 1-9: En-na-ilü Du-bí A-wa-sum* maskim Kün-da-ba-an tu$-LUXTIL Ar-mi* ds-da 
A-$u*; ARET XII 343 left edge: gaba-ru nig-kas, Ar-mi“ uru-bar. TM.75.G.1216 has also to be dated to this period (“KeSdud dumu- 
munus en, obv. IV 22-24, was still at Ebla). The text mentions: Sa-a-NE Mas-bar-rá& tur $u-du, in Ar-mi® ... ' À-mi-sum lú Ü-za-nu 
SA ZA? tuá-LÜXxTIL Ar-mi* (obv. VII 2-14); further: 2414241 “merchants” lá -kar, of Armi (IX 9-21). See, further, TM.75.G.1729 (of the 
same period) obv. II 3-11: (3 garments) I-bi-zi-kir si-in níg-kas, Ar-mi“ Bu-da-i maskim I-bi-zi-kir Su-ba,-ti "Buda-i(l), representative 
of Ibbi-zikir, received (garments for) Ibbi-zikir for the expedition (against) Armi? On the engagement of Buda-i(l) for the war against Armi, 
see also TM.75.G.2409+2471 obv.V 1-6: (1 garment) Bü-da-i Gal-tum" è in Ar-mi* (in III 2-5: Ir-mas-i A-du-bü Su-du, in Ar-mi*; IX 10-14: 
Ni-zi-ma-hu I-ti-ga-mi-is su-du, in Ar-mi^). 
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8, and gave birth to a child in the following year. Her death, which is not mentioned in the well-preserved AAMs, 
had to have taken place sometime in the years I.Z. 14-16 

In the documents collected in ARET VIII, all from the very last years," mention is made of Armis expansionist 
activities, including a successful action against Harran. Ebla probably intervened—if somewhat late—in support 
of its ally. ARET VIII 527 $ 14: "Sasa-NI ... Ennani-i(l), two people of Harran who brought the news that the cities 
of Utigu and Armi have defeated (til) Harran”. ARET VIII 522 § 15: ^... the news that the king has captured the 
brother of Ba-Estar and that 120 people from Armi and 180 people from the city of Abatum were killed (ug.) in 
the towns (uruF-uru*) of Gudadanum.” Utigu and Gudadanum were located in the area of Ursaum and Harran 
according to the list in ARET I: 224-225.? Manuwat, an allied city, provided men for the war against Armi, ARET 
VIII 522 $ 1: “(12 garments to 12) elders, (40 garments to) 40 people (2 é- duru,") of the city of Manuwat, which 
is the delivery (when they) resided at the palace (of Ebla): those (who took part in) the battle (against) A. (lu mé 
Ar-mi*)? 

If Ebla involved Nagar and other allied cities in this war, and even the envoys of Ki$ were present, Armi must 
have been at the head of a regional state located to the north, northeast of the Eblaite state, not far from the terri- 
tory of Harran and strong enough to worry Nagar, the regional state lying to the east. Since the expedition against 
Armi is documented for the month in which gifts were given to the cities allied with Ebla against Mari, we must 
deduce that Armi attacked Harran, another of Eblas allies, tooking advantage of the fact that the Eblaite army, 
under Ibbi-sikirs command, was tied up in the expedition against Mari. This could be the reason why Ibbi-zikir, 
after the victory over Mari at Terqa, decided to fall back and abandon the attempt to conquer the city of Mari itself. 
If this was the case, and the destruction of Ebla was brought about by Mari, as is extremely likely, then Armi's 
actions were to prove fatal for Ebla. 

It is possible that the ritual prescriptions established in ARET XIII 16-17 (a difficult text to interpret) refer to 
the peace agreements that followed the defeat of Armi.” 


4.3 The Relations between Ebla and Armi in the Last Three Years 


[hat a state of marked political instability existed can be deduced from the fact that several years of friendly 
relations were interrupted by military clashes which generally lasted only a few months, peace treaties then ushe- 
ring in another period of peace. 

[he last period of Ebla is documented by two kinds of texts that are not found in previous years. The texts in 
ARET IX and X (from room L. 2712) relate to the delivery of foodstuffs for the last three years in the city’s life. The 
distribution of sheep to the palace during the two years preceding the final catastrophe are registered month after 
month in twenty-two monthly documents. 

These documents, which follow immediately after the war with Armi, reveal that Eblas relations with the latter 
city were even more frequent than those with Mari.” The only lá - kar (a kind of merchant), who appear in the first 
group of documents are those from Armi (ARET IX: 395). In some of the monthly texts registering the deliveries 
of cereals "(for) Armi," that is to say, for people from Armi present in the city of Ebla, these come immediately 
after the consignments for the king, the elders and the god Kura (ARET IX 5, 6). In various other documents, the 
disbursements for "(the people of) Armi" follow upon those for “workers, gurus-guruS, of Ebla (ARET IX 8, 


22. These twenty-one tablets and fragments were found lying on a wooden table, left in the Audience Hall, a few meters from the central 
archive, as a consequence of an attempt to sack the archive during the fire of the royal palace. 

23. See above, 1. 

24. These documents mention Ibbi-zikir in $ 5. Another difficult text concerning Armi, ARET XIII 18, could also be dated to the 
Ibbi-zikir period. It refers to an expedition against Nagar, $ 5: $u-du, máš gü-nu me si-in DUDU Na-gàr" uru“ [$u-ba -t]i 
"the omen you took (for) the battle concerning (your) going (to) Nagar (and) [the conquest] of the city? 

25. See the indices in ARET IX: 373-76. 
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9, 10, etc.). In some cases, these are individuals who perform a specific function, in particular as “merchants,” 
lu-kar: ARET X 102 obv. V 10-12 mentions “40 people (2 é-duru,") of the lu-kar of Armi" (together with 40 
people from Mari and 40 from Nagar); a further 40 lá -kar of Armi are registered in ARET X 105 $ 32. There is 
no indication of what kind of goods these merchants carried and we cannot, therefore, understand why so many 
people from Armi were present in Ebla. 

The second group of documents confirms the fact that numerous people from Armi were present in Ebla, 
enough to warrant their appearing as the only foreigners constituting a separate group that received sheep together 
with the people of the palace, SA ZA H. An annual account (from month III to month III of the following year), 
TM.75.G.2538, drawn up on the basis of the monthly texts, provides us with a clear picture of this situation: 


obv. I. 1.  4li8miudu 

é dingir-dingir-dingir-dingir 

3. 117 mi 80 udu 
kü 

IL 1. en 

Ir-à-ag-da-mu 

3.  lli6mi45 udu 
al -du -ga 

5. 219 mi 66 udu 
kü 

Hb d. SAZA” 

wa 

3.  Ib-la" 
é 

5. ` Du-bü-hu-«* À-da» 
1 li 8 mi 3 udu 


7. kü 
SA.ZA H 
9. as-da 


IV. 1.  I-bí-zi-kir 
Ru ,-zi-[ma-li]k 
3, 3 mi6 udu 
Ar-mi* 
5, 5 mi udu Su-du, PAPPAP.PAP 
rev. I. 1. 2155 mi50 udu 
gaba[-ru] 
3. [SA.Z]A F 
4 li 8 mi 60 udu 
IL. 1. $e-ba 
Ib-la® 
HL (blank) [ ] 10 udu 
IV. 1. (blank) as-da 
iti za- à-tum 
3. si-in 
za-a-tum 


“(obv. I) 4800 sheep: (for) the temples of the gods. 1780 sheep: (for) consumption (II) of the king (and the crown 
prince) Iraq-damu. 1645 sheep: requested. 2966 sheep: (for) consumption (III) of the palace and the city of Ebla (and) 
the house of Dubuhu-Hadda (son of the minister). 1803 sheep (for) consumption of the palace by (IV) (minister) Ib- 
bi-zikir (and his son) Ruzi-malik. 306 sheep (for people) of Armi. 500 sheep: taken in possession .... (rev. I) 2550 sheep: 
receipt of the palace. 4860 sheep: (II) (for) rations (to) Ebla. (III) [...] 10 sheep. (IV) From month III to month III? 
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The total, not calculated by the scribe, is 21,220 sheep. Of these, 306 (1/70) are for people from Armi. The 
monthly documents specify the outgoing quantities of these animals as follows. TM.75.G.10103 (month I) rev. II 
23-25: 9 udu kú Ar-mi*, IV 9-11: 30 udu kú Ar-mi-Ar-mi*, IV 12-15: 7 udu kú Ar-mi*’A-bi-{da} “9 sheep: 
(for) consumption (of people) of Armi; 30 sheep: (for) consumption (of people) of Armi; 7 sheep: (for) consump- 
tion (of people) of Armi, Abi (has taken). 75.G.10167 provides a few more details: Dubuhu-Hadda gives 6 sheep 
for the marriage of some men from Armi, possibly to women of Ebla, obv. IX 22-X 2: 6 udu Ar-mi-Ar-mi“ Du- 
bu-hu-A-da i-na-sum níg-mu-sá-níg-mu-sá bur-kak-bur-kak dam-dam- sii the following passages 
show that most of the people from Armi were “merchants,” lu-kar, obv. X 8-26: 12 udu ku Ar-mi*-Ar-mi* 
libir-rá 8 udu ku Bu-li wa Ar-3a-ti-la [Ar-mi“] là-kar-II8 udu ku Ar-mi*-Ar-mi* lü-kar tag, 4udu ku 2 
Ar-mi ša in U-ba-zu-gu lá -kar “12 sheep: (for) consumption of (people from) Armi, former (delivery). 8 sheep: 
(for) consumption of Buli and Arsa-tila [of Armi], the merchants, 2nd (delivery). 8 sheep: (for) consumption of 
(people from) Armi, merchants, remaining (delivery); 4 sheep: consumption (for) 2 (people from) Armi who were 
merchants in GN.” 

Following Eblas military victory, friendly relations were once again fully restored between the two cities? The 
texts relating to the distribution of garments and precious objects and the deliveries to the palace (above: 2.1, 2.2, 
2.3) show that such relations were already frequent during the reign of king Irkab-damu. TM.75.G.2651(+) is the 
only ancient document similar to TM.75.G.2538 not to have been destroyed after a few months or a year as happe- 
ned to most of the texts relating to the consumption of animals. This document has to be dated to the first years of 
Irkab-damu, when Darmia and Tir were at the head of the administration, before the time of minister Arrukum. 
While the consumption of goods such as garments and precious objects underwent a marked increase during the 
forty years documented by the central archive, the number of sheep allotted to people of the palace in the period of 
the king Irkab-damu remains the same, and those allotted to people from Armi even greater, representing roughly 
1/19th out of the total of 9510 animals: 


rev. II 2-IV 5: “2360 sheep: (for) offerings (to) the gods; 1700 sheep: (for) consumption of the messengers (kas - 
kas ,); [...] (for) consumption of the king; 98 sheep: (for) consumption of the women (of the king); ... 554 sheep: 
(for people) of Armium^ 


5. The Personal Names of Armi(um)" 


A-ba-lallu ARET IV 11 $ 61, 16 $ 44 (Ibr.) 

A-bi-alu-kar ARET IV 2 $ 42 (1.Z.) 

A-bü-lu ARET XV 10 $ 77 (Arr.) 

A-da-nu-LUM 75.2274 obv. III 21 (1.Z.) 

A-da-nu-mi ARET IV 8 § 25 (LZ.) 

A-dar-NE-a/lu ARET XV 5 § 20, 9 $ 7 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels); 17 $ 25, 29 $ 1 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels; see 
the commentary in ARET XV,1: 315); 75.1902 (= MEE X 27)(+) rev. IV 7 (2 gold plate of 1 mina each) (Arr.) 

A-du lu-kar ARET IV 4 $ 42 (1.Z.) 

A-la-li-a ARET XV 17 § 1 (Arr.) 

A/A-la-lu ARETI 16$ 15 IV 4$ 17 (maskim-e-gi,); MEE XII 7 obv. III 6 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.10201 
rev. IV 7 (maskim-e-gi,) (LZ.) 

A-la-lu-wa-du, A-li-lu-wa-da ARET I 16 $ 3; MEE X 29 rev. XIV 7; 75.10201 rev. IV 17 (1.Z.) 


26. An “oil offering; nídba i-gi8 for peace, brought by [PN and A-su-is]-dar, his representative (maSkim-sü), ARET III 368 III 1-3, 
could refer to that period. 

27. Abbreviations: 75./76. = TM.75./76.G.; Arr.: minister Arrukum; Ibr.: minister Ibrium; I.Z.: minister Ibbi-zikir. For previous lists of the 
PNs from Armi, see Bonechi 1990b: 22-25; ARES II: 155-58, 167. 
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A-lillu-wa-daldu ARET I 10 $ 7; MEE X 29 rev. XIV 4 (1.Z.) 

A-li-ha-da ARET IV 6 $ 69 (1.Z.) 

Am ,MÁH ARET XV 45 $ 7A (Arr.) 

A-ra-lu, A-ri-lu ARET IV 6 $$ 49, 68; MEE X 29 obv. VI 1 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels); MEE XII 7 obv. II 6; 75.2429 
obv. XIV 14 (1.Z.) 

Ar-gi-lu MEE XII 7 obv. IV 9 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); rev. I 6 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Ar-la-ti-is 75.2598 obv. XIII 28 (1.Z.) 

A/Ar-ra-da ARET XV 36 $$ 52-53, 53 $ 62; 75.2029 obv. 1 3 (1 gold plate of 10 shekels) (Arr.) 

Ar-ra-ti-lu ARET III 767 II 3 (1.Z.) 

Ar-se-ti-lu MEE XII 26 rev. 12; 75.3858(+) obv. VII 23 (Ar-se-da-la); 75.10167 r. X 12 (Ar-3a-ti-la) (lu- kar) (1.Z.) 

Ar-zi-da-la là-kar 75.2453 obv. III 10 (1.Z.) 

A-Sa-NE-ra maSkim-e-gi, ARET IV 4 § 17; 75.10201 rev. IV 8 (LZ.) 

A-šu-iš -dar lu-kar ARET IV 2 $ 5 (LZ.) (cf. [A-Su-is, ]-dar in ARET III 1, maskim) 

A-wa ARET III 767 II 2; MEE XII 7 obv. V 1 and rev. II 1 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.2507 obv. XI 16 (1.Z.) 

A-wa-ru,, ARET XV 27 § 43 (Arr.) 

Ba-ba-u maskim-e-gi, ARETI10 $8, 16 $ 3; MEE X 29 rev. XIV 8; 75.10201 rev. IV 18 (1.Z.) 

Ba-mi-a-du ARETI16$1;IV 6$ 48; MEE X 29 obv. VI 1 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels); 75.10201 obv. VIII 3 (1 gold 
plate of 50 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Ba-wi-a-du ARET III 582 II (1.Z.) 

Ba-'x'-su lu-kar ARET IV 2 § 48 (1.Z.) 

Bu-li 75.2238 rev. V 10; 75.2453 obv. V 6 (Iá-kar); 75.3858(+) obv. VII 24; 75.10167 obv. 10 (lü-kar) (1.Z.) 

Da-gü-ra, Da-gu-ra-du MEE XII 7 obv. 18 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels), II 3 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels), IV 2 (1 gold 
plate of 30 shekels); 75.2429 obv. XIV 22; 75.2508 obv. XXIII 19 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels), rev. XXIV 6 (1 
gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.10013 obv. IV 6; see also Da-gu-la, ARET I 11 § 22 (1.Z.) 

Da-ri-lu ARET IV 6 § 49 (1.Z.) 

Da-ru,,-mu-ru,, 75.2429 obv. XIV 19; 75.2508 obv. XXIII 19 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels), rev. XIV 2; 75.2608 obv. 
III 1, IV 4, rev. IX 9 (LZ) 

Dar-zi-mu ARET I 6 § 37, 13 $$ 5-7; ARET IV 6 $$ 47-48; ARET XII 475 I; MEE X 29 rev. V 15 (1 gold plate of 1 
mina); 75.1382 obv. I 3, rev. V 13; 75.2062 rev. IV 5 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.2369 obv. X 2 (1 gold plate 
of 20 shekels); 75.2622 obv. XXI 5 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels); 75.10074 obv. I 8 (1 gold plate of 1 mina), X 
13 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels), rev. IX 24 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels), rev. IX 24 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels) 
(mentioned with Sarmilu and Umi-nin.uá- MUSEN) (1.Z.) 

Da-us-mu-ru,, MEE XII 7 obv. 13 (1 gold plate of 1 mina), II 2 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels) (I.Z.) 

Du-da-ra-u ARET XV 53 $ 67 (Arr.) 

Du-du-wa-su 75.2335 rev. II 2; 75.2426 obv. VII 7 (1.Z.) 

Du-hi-alü-kar ARET VII 130 $ 1 (1.Z.) 

En-na-i/il ARET IX 61 $ 7 (LZ.); ARET XV 5 $ 24 and 40 § 22 (ma-za-um); ARET XV 26 (44) (ur) (Arr.) 

Gar-da-um ARET IV 16 § 48 (Arr.) 

GIxGI-du 75.10074 obv. IV 1 (1.Z.) 

Gu-lisur BAR AN ARET XV 25 $ 29 (Arr.) 

Ha-mar-ds-da ARET IV 16 $ 39 (ka$ -ka$, maskim H.); ARET XV 21 § 26; 28 $ 14, $ 31, $57 (maskim-e-gi, 
H.; see $ 35: šeš ugula kaš,-kaš,). 

Ha-mas-da-ar ARET XV 6 § 29 (H., maSkim-sü, ma-za-lum, 2 dumu-nita-su, maSkim-sü); 7 $ 44 (1 gold 
plate of 1 mina, dam-su: 2 bu-di 1 mina silver, maskim-su); 17 § 15 (1 gold plate of 1 mina, SeS-su: 1 
mina silver, maSkim-su tuš GIS-u&til, ma&kim-maáskim-sz, 2 dam); (cf. ARET XV: 50-51) (Arr.) 

Ha-ra-na-à ARET IV 16 § 70 (1 gold plate of 35 shekels); ARET XV 5 $ 16 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.2029 obv. 
III 1 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels) (Arr.) 
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Ha-ra-NE-is lu-kar ARET IV 2 $ 18 (LZ.) 

Ha-ds/si-ti-lu ARET III 225 II; ARET XV 14 $ 37 (Arr.) 

HAR-hu-nu ARET I 6 § 27 (not: Gar-!); MEE X 29 rev. XVIII 12 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.10074 obv. I 11 
(I.Z.) 

Hu-da-su 75.2508 obv. XXIII 24 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels) (LZ.) 

Hu-ür-sa-na ARET XV 8 $3 (1 gold plate of 1 mina), 17 $$ 7 and 32 (commentary in ARET XV,1: 76); MEE X 23 
obv. IV 2; 75.2029 obv. III 3 (Arr.) 

Ib-du-ru,, ARET VII 110 (Arr.) 

Im-mar-nu maSkim-e-gi, ARET IV 4$ 17; 75.10201 rev. IV 9 (1.Z.) 

In-da-mu ARET IV 16 § 48 (Arr.) 

Ir-am,-ga-ma-al, ARET IV 16 $ 44 (Arr.) 

Ir-i-ba ARET XV 45 $74 (Arr.) 

I-rí-ig-i ARET IX 61 $ 7 (LZ.) 

I-ri-mu ARET IV 8 $ 25 (LZ.) 

I-Sar ARET XV 18 § 20 (Arr.) 

Is-bu-du ma-za-lum (Mi-mi-a-du) ARET I 13 $ 7; ARET III 171 I; ARET IV 6 $ 8 and 20 $ 2; 75.1382 obv. I 8; 
75.10074 obv. XI 5 (1.Z.) 

Is, ,-ga-sa-du 75.1225 v. III 5 (LZ.) 

Is, -gi-bu-du ARET IV 16 $ 2 (Arr.) 

Is-ma-gar-du nagar ARET XV $ 35 (see also ARET VII § 1) (Arr.) 

I-ti-gu ARET IX 82 $$ 5-8, 11 (Arr.) 

I-ti-um ugula eur -BAR.AN ARET XV 17 $ 5 (Arr.) 

Ki-bir,-ki-is ma-za-lum ARET XV 38 $ 35 (Arr.) 

Kün-ti-duli ARET XV 58 $ 1 (1 gold plate of 1 mina); 75.1902 (= MEE X 27)(+) rev. III 8 and 76.689 obv. I 3 
(1 gold plate of 30 shekels); (Arr.) 

La-lu/lum ARET XII 672 rev. III 5, 829 obv. III 3 (Ibr. / I.Z.) 

La-wu-(u,) ARET IV 6 $ 47 (LZ.); ARET XV 26 $ 15 and 44 $ 18 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels) (Arr.) 

La-wa-du 75.2369 obv. X 19 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Li-lu 75.2507 rev. XX 30 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Ma-a-LUM ARET II 14 $ 70 (Arr.) 

Mi-gi-NE ARET VII 54 $ 2 (1 gold plate of 35 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Mi-i-LUM 75.2409+2471 rev. IV 16: M. us; 75.10069 obv. VIII 22-23 (1.Z.) 

Mi-mi-a-du ARET I 16 $ 1; ARET III 582 II 2; ARET IV 6 $$ 7-9, 47-48; MEE X 29 obv. VI 6 (1 gold plate of 40 
shekels), IX 16 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels), XXIII 27 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.2428 rev. 17 (1 gold plate 
of 40 shekels); 75.10188 rev. VIII 4; 75.10201 obv. IV 6 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels), VI 27 (1 gold plate of 50 
shekels), VIII 8 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Mi-nu ARET IV 2 $ 28 (PN ??) (1.Z.) 

Mu-lu-wa-du ARET VIII 534 § 19 (1.Z.) 

Mu-ri-(a) ARET II 14 $ 48; ARET III 31 obv. III 7; ARET XV 23 § 23 (ur): MEE II 40 obv. I 4; 75.1382 obv. I 5, 
rev. V 15; 75.1573 rev. IV 2 (ur ,); 75.2428 obv. XII 35 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels); 75.10074 obv. XI 2 (Arr; 
Ibr.; I.Z.) 

Mu-li-a 75.2369 obv. VI 15 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.2507 rev. XX 29 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Mu-rí-lu ARET XV 25 $ 33 (Arr.) 

NE-ba-du 75.1379 rev. X 6 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels) (Arr.) 

NE-ha-du ARET XV 46 $ 49 (Arr.) 

NE-LUM ARET VIII 542 $ 9 (LZ.) 

NE-NE-a-(a) lü-kar ARET VIII 533 § 49; 542 § 34 (1.Z.) 
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NI-mi-ir-na ARET I 16 $ 3; 75.10201 rev. IV 16 (1.Z.) 

NI-rí-mu ARET IV 8 $ 25 (LZ.) 

NI-za-ra-an/nu/u ARET IV 16 $ 45; ARET XV 6 $ 2 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels), 14 $ 48, 25 $ 4; 75.1413 obv. IX 9 
(Arr.) 

Ru, ,-zi-ma-lik 75.2407 obv. IV 18 (1.2.) 

Su-mi-a-(u) ARET XII 1108 II 3; ARET XV 6 § 34 and 8 $ 4 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 25 § 3; 37 $ 41 (1 gold plate 
of 30 shekels); 75.1413 obv. IX 9 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels) (Arr.) 

Sa-la ARET VII 54 (1) (from Armi ?) (LZ.) 

Sa-li-lu ma-za-lum ARET IV 6 $ 49; 75.2428 rev. XVIII 22 (1 gold plate of 30 shekels) (1.Z.) 

Sa-ma-an 75.1902(+) rev. II 9 (1 gold plate of 1 mina) (Arr.) 

Sar-da-da 75.1902(+) obv. III 2 (1 gold plate of 1 mina), VII 3 (Arr.) 

Sar-mi-lu ARET I 13 $$ 5-7; ARET VII 18 $ 6; ARET XII 1110 obv. I 2; 75.1382 obv. I 4, rev. V 14; 75.2062 rev. IV 
4 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.2428 obv. V 14, XII 29 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels), XXI 38 (1 gold plate of 1 
mina); 75.2622 obv. XII 34 (1 gold plate of 1 mina); 75.10074 obv. X 13 (1 gold plate of 50 shekels), XI 1, rev. 
IX 29 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels); 75.10022 obv. I 3 (1 gold plate of 1 mina); 75.10236 obv. X 12 (1.Z.) 

Se-NI-bu lü-kar ARET IV 2 § 42 (LZ.) 

Su-mi-a ARET II 14 $$ 47, 69; ARET XV 25 $$ 3 and 31 (Arr.) 

Tar,-hi-li 75.1379 rev. VIII 5 (1 gold plate of 40 shekels) (Arr.) 

Tas-ma-lu maskim-e-gi, ARETI 16 $ 8 (LZ.) 

U-la-ma-(du) ARET I 16 $ 8; ARET XV 17 $28 (Arr; LZ.) 

Ü-mi-nin.u$.MUSEN ARET I 16 (1); ARET IV 6 (48); MEE X 29 V 28 (1 gold plate of 1 mina), rev. V 17 (1 gold 
plate of 1 mina); 75.10201 obv. VII 32 (1 gold plate of 1 mina) (LZ.) 

U-mu ARET XV 17 $ 37 (Arr.) 

U-ri-mu ARET IV 6 $ 69; MEE X 29 rev. XIV 5 (LZ.) 

Zi-la-li ARET IX 41 $ 2 (LZ.) 

...]-BAD ARET XII 511 I2 (Ibr. / LZ.) 

"x '-si-nu ARET III 169 III 


Most of these personal names belong to a name-giving tradition different from that of Ebla; Arra-ti/tulu(m) is 
attested also at Dulu, a neighbouring city-state (Bonechi 1990b: 22-25). We must, therefore, deduce that Armi 
belonged to a marginal, partially Semitized linguistic area different from the ethno-linguistic region dominated by 
Ebla. Typical are masculine personal names ending in -a-du: A-la/li-wa-du/da, A-li/lu-wa-du, Ba-mi-a-du, La-wa- 
du, Mi-mi-a-du, Mu-lu-wa-du. This reminds one of the suffix -(a)nda, -(a)ndu, very productive in the Anatolian 
branch of Indo-European (Laroche 1966: 329). Elements such as ali-, alali-, lawadu-, memi-, mulali- are attested 
in Anatolian personal names of the Old Assyrian period (Laroche 1966: 26-27, 106, 118, 120). 

Most of the names beginning with a- are typical for Armi. There is another A-bi-a lu-kar from Mari (ARET I 
5 § 90). For Ar-ra-da, see Ar-ra-tum, ARET III: 262. Ar-ra-ti-lu is attested also at Dulu (ARET I 16 $ 6 IV 8 $ 13; 
IV 24 $ 12; MEE XII 35 $ 112) and at 'A.-a-bü-du* (ARET VIII 524 $ 9), a town in relation with Armi (ARES II: 
139;? for the variant Ar-ra-du-lum at Dulu, see ARET III: 261; XII: 387). For A-su-is-dar, cf. A-su-gü-da/ma-lik 
(Krebernik 1988: 130). Ar-3é/si- is an element common to the Semitic area. For A-wa-ru,,, see A-wa-ra, attested 
also at Adabik and Hutimu (ARET XII: 389). 


28. Some lists quote Dulu between Ursaum-Utigu and Iritum-Harran, ARET I: 224-225; see also ARES II: 210-211. In favor of the reading 
Du-lu/lum* is the variant Du-ru,,“, ARES II: 214; Archi 1997: 419-20, and the fact that the PN Du-lu is attested to for this city (ARES II: 206). 
Dulu is still read Gub-lu* and identified with Byblos in MEE XII: 59 $ 24. 

29. See Ar-ti-lu, perhaps an Eblaite name: ARET IV 12 § 22; VIII 528 § 7. Ar-ra- is however, an element of the Eblaite onomasticon 
(Krebernik 1988: 143). 
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Ba-ba-ù, Ba-mi/wi-a-du and Bù-li are typical Armi names. 

En-na-i/il is a widespread Semitic name. 

The names beginning with d-, g-, h- are typical Armi names. The element ha-ra- is found in the Eblaite name 
Ha-ra-i(l). 

Im-mar-nu, a ga-ra$,is found also in a context concerning Mari, TM.75.G.1559 obv. III 1 (Archi 1981b: 159). 
I-ri-mu, Is-bu-du, I3-ga-sa-du are typical Armi names. 

Ib-du-ru,, (cf. Ib-du-ra, Ib-dur-), In-da-mu, Ir-am-ga-ma-al,, Ir-am-ma-li-ik, Ir-i-ba, I-rí-ig-i, I-Sar, Is-gi-bit-du, 
IS-ma-gar-du, I-ti-gu, I-ti-um are names well known also from the Eblaite area. 

The two names beginning with k- are attested to only at Armi. 

La-lu, Li-lu: there is a La-li from Mari: ARET IV 1 (63). La-wu-(u,), La-wa-du is a name from Armi. 

All the names beginning with m- and n- (NE-LUM excepted) are attested to only at Armi. 

Ru ,-zi-ma-lik is widely attested in the Semitic regions. 

The names beginning with $-, t-, u-, z- are attested only at Armi. 


6. General Considerations 
6.1 Historical Contexts 


The administrative documents of Ebla, which can be roughly arranged chronographically by means of pro- 
sopographic analysis, provide us with an unusual amount of information. Their limitation lies in the fact that 
the accounts record incoming and outgoing goods without specifying any context. We are, therefore, obliged to 
reconstruct the historical events on the basis of circumstantial evidence, with all the risks that this entails. 

The annual account TM.75.G.2651(+), dated to the first five or six years of the king Irkab-damu, registers the 
allocation of 554 sheep to people from Armi out of a total of 9510 animals destined for the palace, thus indicating 
the privileged relationship that Armi enjoyed with Ebla as much as forty-five years before the destruction of the 
city. A document of the same type, dated to roughly one to three years before this event, TM.75.G.2538, allocating 
306 sheep to the people of Armi present at Ebla, shows that this relationship continued unchanged, the occasional 
interruption notwithstanding, right up to the final destruction of Ebla (both texts are discussed in 4.3). 

Only the last five years of king Irkab-damu, when Arrukum was his vizier, are documented in detail by the 
monthly textile delivery accounts relating, and by reports registering incoming quantities or silver and outgoing 
objects made of precious metals. 

Ihe king (en) of Armi is mentioned in various passages Leg, 2.1 nos. 7, 17, 29; 2.3 no 10, 15, 16, 17). The 
context in 2.1 no. 32 could suggest that Kun-tidu was king in these years. Texts 2.3 nos. 15-17 register rich gifts for 
the royal family— king, queen, the kings daughters and sons—on the occasion of the nig-äg of the king of Armi. 
Two officials, Saman and Sardada, are associated with the deliveries of these gifts to royals. It seems that a princess 
was sent, presumably in marriage, to Armi (2.3 no. 3). Gold and silver were given to messengers going to Armi (in 
2.3 no. 5); gold plates were given to people of Armi who arrived in Ebla (2.3 no. 8: NIzaran). These precious objects 
were later consigned by the messengers to the palace (see the later and more detailed texts, 4.1, 8th and 10th year). 
The men who usually led the Armi missions to Ebla in this period were Hursana (2.1 nos. 6, 9), Hamarasda/ 
Hamasdar (2.1 nos. 9, 11, 15) and Lawu’u (2.1 nos. 13, 21). Armi on one occasion sent a remarkable amount of gold 
and silver (25.40 and 79.21 kg respectively) (2.3 no. 13). Armi was defeated by Kakmium (2.1 nos. 8, 23, 31; 2.3 no. 
14), albeit not by the forces of Ebla. Also at this time, Abarsal was also defeated, again not by Ebla (2.1 nos. 18, 21). 

In the first seven years of the minister Ibrium interest in the northern regions seems to have diminished. Abar- 
sal had been subdued and, in an unspecified year, Hassuwan had been incorporated into the Ebla realm (Archi 
2008a: 91-92). 
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In his third year as minister, Ibbi-zikir led an expedition against Bagara (a town in the periphery) and Armi. 
Guti was the Eblaite representative who led the initial peace negotiations. Bamiadu and Mimiadu swore peace 
in the temple of Kura at Ebla. Armi was permitted to offer a symbolic quantity of silver as a contribution to the 
annual ritual of renewal for the mask of Kura, a privilege not enjoyed by other cities (4.1, 4th year). The next four 
years witnessed a frequent exchange of messengers and numerous gifts as borders between the two states, or, more 
probably, their areas of influence were negotiated, which clearly was not an easy task. Alongside Bamiadu and 
Mimiadu, we now find Umi-nin.u’.MUSEN, later Darzimu and Sarmilu. Relations with Armi were very friendly: 
in the 12th year, Mulawadu brings news of a military victory gained by his king and is rewarded with a gold plate 
and two earrings. The new war against Armi has to fall in the 14th year. After the victory achieved by Ebla with the 
assistance of Nagar, close relations with Armi resumed once again (4.3). The yearly documents of the fourteenth, 
fifteenth, and sixteenth years of Ibbi-zikir are extremely fragmentary. The document for the seventeenth year was 
apparently never redacted. 

Two documents belonging to the very last years of Ebla mention Armi in an obscure context. TM.75.G.1310 
rev. I 2-II 4: DIS mu al,-tus Ar-mi in Ib-la* “year (in which the people of) Armi stayed in Ebla”. TM.75.G.410 
(ARET X 2) (of the last three years): DIS mu TIL DU.DU.A Ar-mi* mu-tüm é en, “year of the destruction ... of 
Armi. Delivery (for) the house of the king! 

Ebla held certain specialists from Armi in high esteem. ARET VIII 527 $ 10: "2 KA-dib i-ti mi-nu Ar-mi“ “two 
magicians arrived from Armi? °' Similarly, ARET IV 3 $ 24: (garments) I-lum.KI KA-dib lú i-ti mi-nu Ar-mi“. 
ARET XV 11 $ 55: dam a-su(!) Ar-mi? ExPAP “(garments and jewels for) the wife of the physician (from) Armi 
(for her) funerary ceremony? A cupbearer (2.1 no 19), a cook (2.1 no 25), carpenters (2.1 no 23; 4.1 3rd year) from 
Armi reached Ebla in the period of Arrukum. A bow was sent to Ebla (2.1 no 21). Two men from Armi received 
garments for having made bows, ARET I 4 $ 85: 2 Ar-mi* kin -ag GIS-pan-GIS-pan. These two men came to 
Ebla to teach their art to twenty young people, ARET IV 8 § 25-26: “2+2+2 garments (to) Adanumi (and) NIrimu 
of Armi (who) made the bows of the king (and) Ibbi-zikir. 20+1+2 garments (to) the young men of Ebla (beco- 
ming) expert (in making) bows (dumu-nita-dumu-nita Ib-Ia* dub-zu-zu GIS-pan-GIS-pan)?? 

During the reign Igris-Halab, Armi sent bronze goads weighing a total of 18.80 kg (2.3 no 4). TM.75.G.1642 
(MEE VII 13) registers a small numbers of spearheads (80) from Armi (period of Ibbi-zikir) and a blade for a bat- 
tering ram (eme gud-si-dili), came from Armi, ARET IV 2 $ 25. This might indicate that Armi was located in 
a region where copper was readily available. 

Relations with Armi were so intense that a relatively common personal name had Armi as second element: En- 
àr-Ar-mi* /yinhar/+GN "Armi has smitten” (Pagan 1998: 147, with previous bibliography), ARET III 939 rev. II 3 
(collated); IV 1 rev. IV 20; VIII 525 V 19, 527 XIII 14, 532 IX 3, 540 VI 18, XII 8, 541 V 10, IX 11; TM.75.G.10025(+) 
obv. V 5; for documents concerning the administration of agricultural products, see TM.75.G.2085 obv. II 5; 
TM.75.G.10218(+) obv. II 6, V 9. 


6.2 Geographical Data 


The documents from the period of minister Arrukum (2) clearly show that Armi lay to the north of Eblas bor- 
ders (beyond the Alalakh - Karkamis line, both towns belonging to Ebla). 2.1 no 5 lists: Hassuwan - Armi - Ursaum 
- Ibubu; Armium - Hassuwan - Kakmium; no 6: Abarsal - NIrar - Armi - Bali - Hassuwan - Abarsal; 2.1 no 13: 
Mari - Abarsal - Darab - Hassuwan - Ibubu - Armi. 


30. Obv. II 3 mentions Tubuhu-’Adda, son of the minister Ibbi-zikir (Archi 1981a: 5). 

31. On KA-dib, see Conti 1990: 101; for a list of KA-dib in Ebla, see Catagnoti and Bonechi 1998: 35-36. 

32. A metalworker, simug, of Ebla went to Armi for “exchanging gold; Su-bal-ag ku-gi, ARET I 16 § 5. His name could reflect his 
profession: I-sa-tum Pišātum/ “fire” 
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Darhadu/Darhati bordered with Armi (2.1 no 7; 4.1 4th and 5th years) and probably with Dulu (2.1 no 10). It 
was defeated by Kakmium (6.1), which was probably east of Hassuwan (Abarsal Treaty, ARET XIII 5 $ 39: Kak- 
mium, Hassuwan, Nlrar). 

Armi maintained relations with Mari (2.1 nos 3, 15); Nagar (2.1 nos. 9, 14, 26); Abarsal (2.1 nos. 15, 21); Has- 
suwan (2.1 nos. 11, 18); and Sanapzugum (between the Euphrates and Harran; 2.1 no 9). Its representatives also 
reached Hamazi (3.1). 

[he city-states to the north that came under Eblas domination were NIrar and Kakmium. Irritum, Harran, 
Sanapzugum, and Gudadanum lay east of Karkamish up to the Balih; Emar and Ibal numbered amongst those 
lying to the south (the last beyond present-day Salamiya). Armi is not mentioned among these city-states (listed 
above, § 1).? It is unlikely that Armi was in the Karasu valley, where we have to locate A/Igagalis, never mentioned 
in context with Armi (ARES II: 100; this city or Zaluwar could be identified with Tilmen hüyük). To the north, 
northeast of the region of Gaziantep, which was dominated by Ursaum, the land is extremely mountainous and 
it is only still further north that a valley with another Karasu opens out, 42 km in length and 8 km at its widest 
point, providing the opportunity for a large human settlement, with the large hüyük of Araban as its center (Archi, 
Pecorella, Salvini 1971: 20, 49-51). We must, therefore, seek Armi in the area between the Euphrates and Urfa, an 
area that today is mainly a barren plateau. 

The onomastic tradition of Armi, so different from that of Ebla and her allies ($ 5), obliges us to locate this city 
on the edges of the Semitized area and, thus, necessarily north of the line running through Hassuwan - Ursaum 
- Irritum - Harran. If Armi were to be found at Banat-Bazi, it would have represented an anomaly within an othe- 
rwise homogenous linguistic scenario." 

Taken as a whole, the available information suggests that Armi was a regional state, which enjoyed a privileged 
relationship with Ebla: the exchange of goods between the two cities was comparable only to that between Ebla and 
Mari. No other state sent so many people to Ebla, especially merchants, là -kar. It is only a hypothesis that Armi 
was the go-between for Ebla and for the areas where silver and copper were extracted. 


7. Armi(um) - Armanum 
7.1 The Conquest of Armanum by Naram-Sin 


One ofthe greatest achievements of which Naram-Sin of Akkad boasted is his Syrian campaign, during which he 
reached the Upper Sea and the bordering mountains. The most important military undertaking was the conquest 
of Armanum, whose citadel was so well fortified that it was depicted on a statue (dul = tamsilu, “image, III 12, 33) 
of the king (presumably on its lower part or pedestal). The inscription and the captions describing the city (^ Total: 
404 cubits in height, from ground (level) to the top of the wall, V 8-13), is preserved in an Old Babylonian tablet, 
UET I 275 (RIME 2, Naràm-Sin E2.4.26):” 


33. Otto (2006: 20) suggests that it could be that Armi was no longer independent when the documents ARET I 1-9 (mentioned in $ 1 
above) were written. These are monthly documents registering the gifts of set of garment to the kings and elders (abba), in some cases also to 
representatives, maSkim, and messengers, ma-za-lum of the allied city-states. However, they cover the last ten years of the period of minister 
Ibbi-zikir, because these deliveries fell only once a year (documents nos 1, 5, 6, 8 are dated to month IX, za-lul; one each respectively to 
months XI and XII, MAxGÄNAtenü-sag/ügur; in nos. 4, 7 and 9 the month name is in a break). The king (en) of Armi is mentioned in the 
penultimate rather well preserved annual document (AAM) TM.76.G.534(+), which dates from the 12th year of the minister. This evidence, 
and the documentation discussed in 4.1 and 4.3, show that Armi remained independent until the end of Ebla, and that the relations between 
the two cities deteriorated only during the war in the 14th year of Ibbi-zikir (4.2), contrary to what Biga suggested to Otto (2006: 20 n. 44). 

34. A. Otto, who studied carefully the written documentation, was aware of this aporia (Otto 2006: 19, quoting Bonechi). 

35. The latest edition is by D. Frayne (1993: 132-35), whose translation is used here. The description of the citadel of Armanum has been 
discussed by Kraus 1948, Foster 1982 and Otto 2000: 1-6, 13-16. 
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Wheras, for all time since the creation of mankind, no king whosoever had destroyed Armanum and Ebla, the god 
Nergal, by means of (his) weapons opened the way for Naram-Sin, the mighty, and gave him Armanum and Ebla. 
Further, he gave to him the Amanus, the Cedar Mountain, and the Upper Sea. ... Naram-Sin, the mighty, conquered 
Armanum and Ebla. Further, from the side of the Euphrates River as far as (the city of) Ulisum, he smote the people 
whom the god Dagan had given to him for the first time. ... The god Dagan gave me Armanum and Ebla, and I cap- 
tured Rid-Adad, king of Armanum. (I 1-29, II 2-19, III 23-31). 


The Ebla that Naram-Sin saw had partially recovered from the devastation presumably inflicted upon it by Mari, 
which sealed the levels dating to the Mardikh IIB1 period. The occupation levels on the acropolis of the Mardikh 
IIB2 period, which cover large parts of the northern area, were, however, greatly disturbed by extensive restora- 
tion works carried out in the MB I period and are therefore difficult to analyze (Matthiae 1989: 125-32). Partial 
remains of foundations of an Archaic Palace have been found in the lower city, near the northern gate (Matthiae 
1995: 654-77). 

The destruction suffered perhaps no more than seventy years earlier had ended any hope Ebla may have held of 
further regional hegemony. The glory of the Pre-Sargonic period at Ebla was but a memory. The greatest resistance 
to the Akkadian king came from Rid-Adad of Armanum, holed up in his formidable fortress. Syria presented the 
same scenario as that which Sargon had encountered roughly fifty or sixty years earlier: "He (the god Dagan) gave 
to him (Sargon) the Upper Land: Mari, Iarmuti and Ebla as far as the Cedar Forest and the Silver Mountains, 
(RIME 2, Sargon E2.1.1.11). Sargon claims dominion over a region defined by the name of two cities and Naram- 
Sin says that he has conquered these two cities and reached the Mediterranean. The name of the most distant and 
less famous city reached the officers of Sargon in a corrupted form: there is no doubt that Armanum and larmuti 
were intended to denote the same state entity. Naram-Sin, who did in fact reach this city, reproduces the name in 
a way that is fairly faithful to the original form. Armi(um) of the Eblaite documents and OAkk. Armanum must 
refer to the same city. The similarity between the two names, and the fact that Armi(um) was the most important 
state located beyond Eblas territory oblige us to conclude that the two toponyms indicate the same place, despite 
the partial discordance between the two names. 


7.2 Reduplication of GNs at Ebla 


There is no reason to interpret Armanum as a plural form.” A certain number of geographical names of the 
FEbla period include the ending -än(um), as in Gu-da-da-num“ (with the variant Gu-da-an“ in ARET XIII 9 rev. 
VIII 10, a document of the period of Arrukum or Ibrium).?? The adnominal afformative -anu(m) has the function 
to emphasize the subject aspect.?? 

Reduplication of a geographical name in later documents expresses in general a plurality of people from those 
centres. TM.75.G.1764 rev. III 7-9: 1 udu I-bu,-bu-I-bu, -bu“ máš $u-du, “1 sheep (to people from) Ibubu 
(for) taking an omen.” TM.75.G.2635 obv. XI obv. XI 4-6: 3 udu Ti-sum-Ti-sum* lu-kar-lu-kar en i-na-sum 
“3 sheep (for people) of Tisum, merchants, the king has given! 

Tisum was, however, a political entity organized on different centres (ARES II: 451), as it was probably the case 
of Arimu of the steppe, ARET II 27 (11): 1 li gána-ki A-rí-mu-A-rí-mu* “1000 units of land (in the hamlets of) 
Arimu;” VII 155 obv. II 10-13: wa ab-si-ga A-rí-muF-A-rí-mu* Edin “and included (the hamlets of) Arimu 


36. This building could be dated to the period of the Third Dynasty of Ur, when Ebla was one of the Syrian principalities that maintained 
contacts with the administration of Ur (Owen 1992: 121). 

37. M. Krebernik, apud Otto 2006: 1 n. 3, has noted that “the equation Armium = Armanum is only possible if a plural is postulated” 

38. Several names are listed in ARES II: 24. 

39. This has been pointed to me by P. Michalowski. On the suffix -anu(m) see Goetze 1946; Buccellati 1976; 1996: 140-41; von Soden 1995: 
85-86. The plural suffix -anü(m) seems not to be attested in the Eblaite language. 
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of the steppe.” There was a MaNE of Emar, Gaduru and Igdura (ARES II: 380). This multeplicity explains the 
reduplication Má-NE*-Má-NEF. TM.75.G.2238 rev. X 1-5: 3 udu ku en in Ma-NEN-Ma-NE® “3 sheep (for) 
consumption of the king (of Ebla) in the different centres of MaNE^ ARET III 230 II 8-10: En-bu-ma-lik ugula 
Má-NE-Má-NE*. ARET X 120 rev. 3-7: wa gána-ki Gul-la Má-NE*-Má-NE*., 

The reduplicated form of Armi, rather frequent in the monthly documents of deliveries of sheep of the last two 
years of Ebla, relates to the presence of many people of Armi at Ebla in that period. TM.75.G.10169(+) obv. IX 
6-11: [x udu ?A3-da]-bíl Ar-mi*-Ar-mi* nídba in si[kil] “[x sheep (for) the god Asda]bil (people of) Armi have 
offered for purification;" X 4-11: 12 udu ku Ar-miF-Ar-mi" [lib]ir-rá 8 udu ku 2 Ar-mi* gibil “12 sheep (for) 
consumption of (people from) Armi, former (delivery); 8 sheep (for) consumption of two (people from) Armi, 
new (delivery)? TM.75.G.2635 rev. II 18-20: 30 udu ku Ar-mi-Ar-miN.” 


7.3 Armanum at Samsat? 


The sum of cubits given in the Naram-Sin inscription E2.4.26 V 8 for “the height" of the citadel of Armanum 
is 404, that is about 200 m., which is very high (“ Total: 404 cubits in height, from ground (level) to the top of the 
wall,” V 8...13). Foster (1982: 36) suggested, however, that the length of the slope was meant, not the height of the 
hill ("from the river to the quay wall: 196 cubits is the height of the hill (and 20 cubits ...), VI 1-8. The river on 
which Armanum lay had to be the Euphrates. Naram-Sin conquered Armanum and Ebla “by means of the god 
Dagan, (I 30-31). Dagan was the lord of the region of the Middle Euphrates. A few lines later, Naram-Sin adds: 
"Further, from the side/front (istum-ma puti; i.e., the bank) of the Euphrates as far as (the city of) Ulisum, he smote 
the people whom the god Dagan had given to him for the first time,’ (II 8-19). This city must be Ursum (/Ursaum/ 
according to the texts of Ebla), which lay north of Hassuwan/Hassum, and has been placed between Gaziantep and 
Birecik on the Euphrates, or at Gaziantep itself. At Birecik and Zeugma (on the left and right bank of the river, 
respectively) there is no trace of a large pre-classical site. 

As A. Otto (2006: 7) has remarked, “no Early Bronze Age citadels or fortresses situated on high natural hills had 
been found in Syria ... (until) the unexpected discovery of an Early Bronze Age building on the top of the citadel 
hill of Bast If Armanum is Armi, the written sources from Ebla force us, however, to locate this city further north. 

North of Birecik the valley narrows greatly; from Halfeti to the edge of the plain of Samsat (where the course of 
the river is now blocked by the Atatürk dam) the river 
is impassable, running between high, rocky banks.” 
On the plain north of the dam stands the high and 
large artificial mound of the citadel of Samasat on the 
west bank of the river. This has a trapezoidal profile 
resting on a wide base and the summit can only be 
reached via a very steep incline. Helmuth von Moltke, 
who visited the site in April 1838, described it as fol- 
lows: “dort ist das Thal weit, und der Fluß gleicht der 


Oder nahe oberhalb Frankfurt. ... Auf einem von 
Menschenhanden aufgeführten Berge, der einst die Fig. 2. The tell of Samsat from the southeast. (Photo courtesy 
Akropolis trug, stehen noch heute schóne Ruinen of H. Hauptmann.) 


40. For other passages, see above 4.3. 

41. For the first hypothesis see Garelli 1963: 107; for the second one, Archi, Pecorella, and Salvini 1971: 45-46. At least in the Eblaite 
period, /r/ could be pronounced /l/, e. g. Lexical Lists no. 237 (MEE IV: 225): mí-du,,-ga = ra-a-mu-um / la-a-mu-um /raamum! "to love;” 
see Conti 1990: 103-4. 

42. For a brief description of this stretch of the Euphrates, see Naval Intelligence Division 142: 170-71. 


30 ALFONSO ARCHI 


Fig. 3. The submerged tell of Samasat. (Photo courtesy of H. Hauptmann.) 


eines viereckigen Gebäudes.” Rising solitary above the wide plain, the acropolis of Samsat is the most impressive 
tell on the Euphrates north of Mari (fig. 2). Deep soundings have reached levels 25-27 of the Late Uruk period.“ 
Today the mound is entirely submerged by the waters of the reservoir, thus preventing any further attempts to 
investigate its history (fig. 3). 


7.4 An illustration Naram-Sins Campaign in Northern Syria and Eastern Anatolia 


In a famous study, M. Mellink (1963) interpreted the stele of Nasiriyah, whose major fragments are in the Iraq 
Museum, Baghdad, as an illustration of an Akkadian campaign in Cilicia. She noted that the booty carried by at 
least three Akkadian soldiers in the lower register, consists of belts with daggers and a two-handled goblet that 
are of non-Mesopotamian type (fig. 4). "Ihe pointed blade with wide, sloping or squared shoulders, and three 
rivets (one in the narrow tang and one in each shoulder) has a remarkable Early Bronze III distribution along the 
Anatolian coast, from Samos to Lycia, Cilicia, Cyprus and Ugarit. ... The two loop-handles (of the goblet) rise 
from the widest part of the body and curve back below the rim along the upper part of the vessel. ... The material 
of this goblet can be identified as metal, since the upper part has two bold grooves which indicate fluting?” Mel- 
link recognized that the cup on the stele "is a relative of the Anatolian category for which Schliemann established 


43. von Moltke 1893: 236-37 (p. 222 in the first edition, 1841). 

44. The evidence for the Late Uruk period occupation of the site has been presented by N. Özgüç (1992). During the final season at Samsat, 
N. Özgüç has found also a postern of the (Hittite) Kummuh period: “a postern, a staircase-tunnel constructed in limstone on the northeast 
side of the mound. Its vertical walls are built of masonry with clay mortar, but the roofing is made of Cyclopean blocks in Hittite fashion. The 
tunnel gives access from the Kummuh fortification system down to the slope of the mound to the level of a spring. A total of 63 steps were 
cleared. Near the lower end is a cistern with steps leading down,’ (Mellink 1991: 135). The final report on the at Samsat excavations is Özgüç 
(2009). See, further, Orthmann 2006-2008. 

45. McKeon 1970: 228, however, interprets this object as “a sheath containing a dagger.” The Eblaite documents list frequently “belts (with) 
sheath and frog:” íb-lá si-ti-tum gír-kun, MEE XII: 69-70. 
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Fig. 4. Fragment A of the Nasiriyah stele, Baghdad Museum. 
(After Bulletin: Museum of Fine Arts, Boston vol, LXVIIIL, 1970, pp. 229-30.) 


Fig. 5. Depas from Titris. 
(Photo courtesy of G. Algaze.) 


the misnomer depas amphikypellon” This form “makes 
its appearence in Troy level IIc and is most characteris- 
tic of the various phases of IL. ... Ihe same basic variants 
of the depas shape are familiar in Cilicia (Tarsus) in the 
Early III Bronze period" (Mellink 1963: 106-7). Mellink 
could write at her time: “a Syrian origin of the metal booty 
would seen unlikely, since the cultural province of coastal 
Anatolia does not extend into Northern Syria in the Early 
Bronze III phase. (Mellink 1963: 111-12). Several years 
later, Kontani (1995: 113, 119, fig. 1, 14 and 26) was able 
to point out a single handled tankard from Tell Mardikh II 
B2, and a depas from Amuq Level J. More recently, a com- 
plete depas vase has been found at Titri§ (fig. 5); others 
examples at Tell Bi'a and Tell Afes.“ 
The stele of Nasiriyah is dated on stylistic grounds to 
the time of Naram-Sin (McKeon 1970). Mellink thought 


46. A picture of the depas from Titri$ was given by Mellink 1993: 119 (here, fig. 5); see further Matney, Algaze, and Pittman 1997: 81 fig. 
15. For the example from Tell Bi'a, see Spanos and Strommenger 1993, fig. 1. Ihe depas from Tell Afes was found in Area E3, and is dated to 
phase 2, EB IVB (courtesy of S. Mazzoni, to whom I also owe the reference to Kontani’s study). Others examples have been found at Gedikli/ 
Karahóyük (Alkim 1965, fig. 11), Zingirli (Andrae 1943, fig. 60, table 25), Tilbeshar (Kepinski 2005: fig. 4,17 and 5,18), Tell Selenkahiye (Spanos 
and Strommenger 1993, fig. 2). The distribution of this typology has been discussed recently by Rahmstorf 2006: 52-55, with bibliography: 


84-85. 
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that the stele would lend new support to the credibility of pseudo-historical literary claims that Akkadian armies 
marched into Anatolia, such as Sargons expedition in aid of Akkadian merchants in Anatolia, or Naram-Sins war 
against an alliance of seventeen Anatolian kings." The examples of the depas recently found from northern Syria 
up to the large bent of the Euphrates beyond Halfeti agree instead with the Naram-Sins historical depiction of his 
achievememnts in northern Syria and eastern Anatolia. Titri$ has to be identified with one of the cities connected 
with Armi in the Eblaite documents, as Darhatum or Dulu (see respectively, 2.1 no 7, 4.1 4th and 5th year; and 1, 
2.1 no 10, 3.1). 
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either way the formal cause, because it is in him that there subsists 
the idea of the thing to be made or done, in an imitable form, 
whether as “art in the artist" or as “prudence in the doer,” 
respectively the recta ratio factibilvum and recta ratio agibilium. 


ANANDA K. COOMARASWAMY. 
Museum of Fine Arts, 
Boston. 


A Note on the names Armanum and Urartu 


SINCE THE early stages in the decipherment of cuneiform it has 
been known that the sign denoting Akkad (ur?) was also the sign 
used by the Assyrians of the 1st millennium s.c. to denote the 
kingdom of Urartu (tilla). In CT 11, 15, 2, 5 the sign, in the 
sense of Akkad, is read uri and in CT' 11, 15, 2, 7, in the sense of 
Urartu, it is read tilla (see Deimel, Sumerisches Lexikon 359). 
This strange double rendering has remained a puzzle, toward a 
solution of which many scholars have made contributions. 

Now the northern campaigns of Narám-Sin in the first half of 
the 3rd millennium B. c. have been the subject of much speculation. 
This great king has become, in a sense, the “ mystery king." Very 
soon after his death he had become a figure of legend; cf. Smith, 
Early History of Assyria, p. 94ff. and Gelb, Oriental Institute 
Publications XXVII (1935), pp. 5-6. We know that Naräm-Sin 
was called the conqueror of the lands of Armánum and Ibla (for 
references conveniently listed see Gelb, loc. cit.). Ibla, it is now 
generally accepted, lay somewhere in Syria, north of Iarmuti.* On 
the location of Armánum opinion has been varied. Sidney Smith, 


ts 


1 This later usage is particularly noticeable in the Assyrian letters; cf. 
Streck, Zeitschrift fiir Assyriologie 14 (1899), p. 104. Whether any sig- 
nificance can be attached to this fact it is, at present, impossible to say. 

2 Cf., for further references and comments, my dissertation: “ The King- 
dom of Van (Urartu): Its Origins in Relation to the Hurrian Problem S 
(Harvard, 1936; unpublished), p. 196 et passim. I wish to acknowledge 
here my great indebtedness for help with special phases of this paper to 
Professors R. H. Pfeiffer and E. A. Speiser, who of course are not responsi- 
ble for whatever errors it may contain. 

8 See, e. g. Maisler, Untersuchungen zur alten Geschichte und Ethnographie 
Syriens und Palästinas I (1930), p. 7 ff. and Unger, Forschungen und. Fort- 
schritte 10 (1934), p. 231. 
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Ur: Royal Inscriptions—Terxt (= URI), pp. 80-81, followed by 
Gelb, loc. cit, identified it with Assyrian Halman or Halpi 
(Aleppo), whereas Albright, JEA 7 (1921). 80, n. 1, among others, 
was inclined to equate it with the later Armenia. This latter 
opinion I think is correct now that the exact place of origin of the 
famous Diarbekr Stele of Naräm-Sin is known. For the lower, 
hitherto missing, portion of the stele has been found, so that we 
know the spot on which Nar&m-Sin erected it. This Diarbekr Stele 
was erected at Pir Hüseyin, a few miles N. E. of Diarbekr, on the 
Ambar Chai. Dr. Naab, with long study and residence at Pir 
Hüseyin, also reports the existence of numerous tells in the imme- 
diate neighbourhood from a surface examination of which it would 
seem that the site was one of considerable importance. This fact 
strongly suggests that here may have been the Akkadian * colony ” 
predicted by King, loc. cit. Cf. H. C. Rawlinson, Herodotus 
(1893) IV, p. 207 ff. 

Furthermore, it would seem that the region around Pir Hüseyin 
might be the Armänum of URI 275 cols. I, lines 7, 13; II, line 4; 
III, lines 4, 24(?) and 30.5 For the order of the geographical 
territories listed as conquered by Naräm-Sin would seem to show 
that he progressed from east to west, thus making Armänum lie 
east of Ibla, whose location is reasonably certain. It is interesting 
to note in this connection that this region is also, roughly speaking, 
where the unknown writer of the geographical commentary on the 
campaigns of Sargon of Akkad placed Armánum (KAVI No. 92, 
obv. l. 13), making it lie next to Lullubu and Akkad. At least 
from the context this would seem to be so. Cf. Albright, JAOS 45 
(1925). 193 ff., esp. 212 ff., but see Speiser, Mesopotamian Origins, 
p. 88 ff. 


* See now J. P. Neab und E. Unger, * Die Entdeckung der Stele des 
Naram-Sin in Pir Hüseyin (mit 10 Abb.)” Istanbul Asariatika Nesriyati 
XII. King, History of Sumer and Akkad, p. 244 ff., had personally inspected 
the site from which the stele had been brought and was keenly aware of its 
significance, but final proof was lacking until the find of Dr. Naab. 

5 These texts are not the original, though an early Babylonian copy, circa 
2200 eo, ef. Unger, loc. cit. Thus the spellings of the names may have 
varied somewhat, permitting the suggestive equation of Unger, loc. cit.: 
Ursu — Ulisu, but cf. Smith, URI p. 80. 

S Smith, however, in URI p. 81, doubted the validity of this late text for 
drawing conclusions for such an early period. It is known, from K Bo III 
13 = 2BoTU i No. 3, obv. col. I l. 13, that a Ma-da-ki-na was king of 
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More than 1500 years later, for precisely this same Diarbekr 
region, the Assyrian king Shalmaneser I reported the Uruatri-lands. 
Here the word is written out mäty-ru-at-ri (var. ü-rat-rı) ; see AOB 
I p. 112 ff. Later the old sign for Akkad, as stated above, is often 
used by the Assyrians for this Urartu land. This remarkable 
consistency in terminology (Akkadian Armänum and Assyrian 
Urartu) is odd. Stranger still that for this same region, roughly 
speaking, the Behistün Inscriptions of Darius I should equate 
Urastu (= Urartu) with a form Armina (Arminiya), from which, 
through Herodotus, the modern term Armenia directly originates.’ 
Is this form Armenia another example of an ancient land-name, 
long out of use, brought to life again? If the correlations above 
are not accidental and if my suggestion that Armánum seems to 
have been in the Pir Hüseyin region is correct (nothing can be 
adduced either to prove it or disprove it in the present state of our 
knowledge), then a possible origin of the term Armenia, for which 
no satisfactory etymology has been offered (cf. Streck, Encyclo- 
paedia of Islam, p. 436), may herein be found. Final proof can 
only be found from archaeological excavation in the Pir Hüseyin 
tells. It would seem to be one of the most promising sites for an 
archaeological expedition. 

Horace ABRAM Rice, JR. 

Western Reserve University. 


Armánum instead of the Rid-Adad mentioned in URI 275; cf. Hrozny, 
* Naram-Sin et ses enemies d’aprés un texte Hittite” AOr I (1929), pp. 
65-76. But this apparent confusion of names does not, in my opinion, 
negate the geographical validity of the texts in question. Cf. Goetze, 
Kleinasien in * Kulturgeschichte des Alten Orients," Handbuch der Alter- 
tumswissenschaft III 1, 3 (1933) p. 61 ff. and the literature there cited. 

' See British Museum: The Inscription of Darius the Great at Behistün 
(1907), p. 1 for references. Another inscription of Naräm-Sin, published 
by Thureau-Dangin, Revue d'Assyriologie 8 (1911). 199-200, states that he 
“fought against Har&amatki, lord of Aram and Am." Whether this form 
Aram may be somehow equated with Armánum (so, for example, Gelb, 
loc. cit.) and whether it can be correlated with such a name as the first 
king of Urartu, reported in the inscriptions of Shalmaneser III (see 
Luckenbill, Ancient Records I, 560 et passim) or the Aram of Armenian 
mythology, are suggestive problems with which I am not now prepared to 
deal. 


